INDEX 

For  1972  Issues 


Guide  to  articles,  charts,  analyses 
and  events  of  the  industry  last  year 


With  aclclid  nionu'iituin  each 
passing  X’car,  iccicral  and 
I(Kal  governments,  the 
hiisiness  world,  the  general 
pnlilie  and  various  other  groups  genu¬ 
inely  interested  in  the  (piality  of  the 
einironment  are  Ix'coming  more 
aenteK’  aware  of  tlie  significant  role 
which  proper  solid  wastes  management 
plays  in  their  daily  lives.  This  growing 
awareness  lues  given  rise  to  a  greater 
all-around  understanding  and  concern 
for  the  seemingly  insnrmonntahle 
problems  faced  hy  the  refuse  industry 
as  well  as  for  the  pressing  neixl  to 
search  ont  practical  and  far-reaching 
solutions  without  delay. 

This,  in  turn,  has  created  an  even 
greater  responsibility  for  everyone 
a.ss(Kiated  in  any  way  with  the  indus- 
tr>-  to  have  at  his  fingertips  at  all 
times  as  much  information  as  possible 
regarding  all  facets  of  refuse  handling. 

In  its  effort  to  close  the  information 
gap,  pro\'iding  such  data  is  a  basic 
function  of  this  publication,  including 
Mimprehensive  coverage  of  industry 
practicfs  in  the  Unititl  States  as  well 
its  elsewhere  in  the  world,  whether 
the\’  involve  personnel,  wage  scales, 
collection  procetiures,  sanitary  landfill 
operations,  handling  of  hazardous  and 
unconventional  wastes,  stationary 
compactor  installations,  eejuipment 
purchasing  and  maintenance,  costs  and 
financing,  rt^sources  recovery  and 
fetleral  ami  Imal  legislation. 

W  ith  this  view  in  mind,  an  index 
is  piddished  each  January  detailing 
material  ptddished  during  the  previous 
y»ar  in  SOLID  WASTES  MAS’AGE- 
MEST  Miifidziiic  and  its  sister  perimli- 
cal.  Sanitation  Industry  Yearbcxjk. 
(The  first  index,  published  January, 
1968,  contained  listings  for  issues  dated 
January,  1958,  through  Decemlx-r, 
1967.  This  was  followed  h\’  an  annual 
index  each  year  thereafter.) 


Entries  of  the  easy-to-use  index 
which  follows  apply  to  issiu's  pub- 
lisluxl  in  1972.  It  is  arranged  by 
subject  matter  in  alphalx’tical  order, 
with  the  issue  date  and  page  number 
immediatelv  following  each  entry. 

Back  issues  of  SOLID  WASTES 
MASAGEMEST  Magazine  ami  the 
Sanitation  Industry  Yearbook,  or 
photex-opies  of  sekxted  pages  or 
no-Ionger-available  i.ssues,  may  lx-  ol)- 
tained  from  the  publisher. 

As  the  purixise  of  the  index  is  to 
guide  readers  to  information  that  can 
lx*  put  to  practical  use,  it  d(x*s  not 
contain  references  to  items  of  inci¬ 
dental  or  parenthetical  value  such  ;is: 

•  captions  of  photographs  and  il¬ 
lustrations,  tables  of  contents  and 
advertisements; 

•  notici*s  less  than  one-third  col¬ 
umn  long,  unless  they  contain  signifi¬ 
cant  data; 

•  new  products,  notices  of  meetings 
and  other  short  items  whose  news¬ 
worthiness  largely  piussed  at  the  time 
of  publication; 

•  articles  describing  characteristics 
or  use  of  specific  makes  of  eejuipment 
where  the  information  overlajjs  mate¬ 
rial  presented  elsewhere  in  the  issue 
or  in  lists  of  equipment  sjiecifications. 

Editorials,  letters  to  the  editor,  lxx)k 
and  film  reviews  and  National  Solid 
W'astes  .Management  Association  re- 
jxjrts  are  identified  as  such. 

Month  and  jiage  references  under 
each  he-ading  and  subheading  are  ar¬ 
ranged  chronologically,  except  where 
alj^halx’tical  or  geograjjhic-al  listing 
will  lx?  more  heljiful  in  Icx'ating  the 
tlesired  entry.  CJeograjjhical  listing  (by 
countries  and,  within  the  United  States 
by  states,  counties  and  cities  arranged 
al|jhalx*tically)  is  used,  for  examjile, 
under  the  heading  LANDFILL,  SAN¬ 
ITARY  and  subheading  “design  & 
operation  of.” 


For  added  c-onvenience,  four  of  the 
most  sul)stantial  subject  headings  have 
lx“en  sei>arated  from  the  main  body 
of  the  index  and  appear  at  the  end  of 
it.  AREA  STUDIO  lists  articles  per¬ 
taining  to  a  particular  country,  state, 
city  or  other  loc-ality.  AUTHORS’ 
INDEX  identifies  authors  who  have 
contributed  by-lined  material,  together 
with  titles  of  their  articles.  CASE 
STUDIES  refers  to  activities  of  par¬ 
ticular  wiistes  management  firms. 
PERSONALITIES  lists  (with  excep¬ 
tions  noted  above)  the  names  of 
individuals  that  have  appeared  in  the 
jjages  of  the  magazine  and  yearbook, 
including  by-lined  authors. 

If  more  than  one  heading  is  ajipli- 
cable  to  a  story  or  part  of  a  story, 
referenc'e  to  it  will  lie  found  under 
all  ajijjropriate  headings.  If  the  subject 
sought  for  is  related  only  to  the 
heading  in  tjuestion,  the  word  “see  — ” 
indicates  where  to  find  it.  Closely 
relatcxl  items  are  brought  to  the  at¬ 
tention  by  the  words  “see  also  — ”. 

The  reference  system  used  is  iis 
follows:  Sept:  18  refers  to  the  Septem¬ 
ber,  1972,  issue  of  SOLID  WASTES 
MANAGEMENT  Magazine,  page  18. 
SIY:  30  means  the  1973  Sanitation 
Industry  Yearbook,  page  30. 

Stories  which  appeared  in  the 
California  or  Midwestern  editions  of 
the  magazine  are  identified  by  the 
letter  C  or  M  following  the  listed 
jjage  numlx?r. 

Abbreviations  in  this  index  are: 

APWA  —  American  Public  Works 
Association. 

EPA  —  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

GRCDA  —  Government  Refuse 
Collection  and  Dis|X)sal  Association. 

NSWMA  —  National  Solid  Wastes 
Management  Association. 

SIY  —  1973  Sanitation  Industry 
Yearbook. 
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I(Kal  governments,  the 
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pnlilie  and  various  other  groups  genu¬ 
inely  interested  in  the  (piality  of  the 
einironment  are  Ix'coming  more 
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which  proper  solid  wastes  management 
plays  in  their  daily  lives.  This  growing 
awareness  lues  given  rise  to  a  greater 
all-around  understanding  and  concern 
for  the  seemingly  insnrmonntahle 
problems  faced  hy  the  refuse  industry 
as  well  as  for  the  pressing  neixl  to 
search  ont  practical  and  far-reaching 
solutions  without  delay. 

This,  in  turn,  has  created  an  even 
greater  responsibility  for  everyone 
a.ss(Kiated  in  any  way  with  the  indus- 
tr>-  to  have  at  his  fingertips  at  all 
times  as  much  information  as  possible 
regarding  all  facets  of  refuse  handling. 

In  its  effort  to  close  the  information 
gap,  pro\'iding  such  data  is  a  basic 
function  of  this  publication,  including 
Mimprehensive  coverage  of  industry 
practicfs  in  the  Unititl  States  as  well 
its  elsewhere  in  the  world,  whether 
the\’  involve  personnel,  wage  scales, 
collection  procetiures,  sanitary  landfill 
operations,  handling  of  hazardous  and 
unconventional  wastes,  stationary 
compactor  installations,  eejuipment 
purchasing  and  maintenance,  costs  and 
financing,  rt^sources  recovery  and 
fetleral  ami  Imal  legislation. 

W  ith  this  view  in  mind,  an  index 
is  piddished  each  January  detailing 
material  ptddished  during  the  previous 
y»ar  in  SOLID  WASTES  MAS’AGE- 
MEST  Miifidziiic  and  its  sister  perimli- 
cal.  Sanitation  Industry  Yearbcxjk. 
(The  first  index,  published  January, 
1968,  contained  listings  for  issues  dated 
January,  1958,  through  Decemlx-r, 
1967.  This  was  followed  h\’  an  annual 
index  each  year  thereafter.) 


Entries  of  the  easy-to-use  index 
which  follows  apply  to  issiu's  pub- 
lisluxl  in  1972.  It  is  arranged  by 
subject  matter  in  alphalx’tical  order, 
with  the  issue  date  and  page  number 
immediatelv  following  each  entry. 

Back  issues  of  SOLID  WASTES 
MASAGEMEST  Magazine  ami  the 
Sanitation  Industry  Yearbook,  or 
photex-opies  of  sekxted  pages  or 
no-Ionger-available  i.ssues,  may  lx-  ol)- 
tained  from  the  publisher. 

As  the  purixise  of  the  index  is  to 
guide  readers  to  information  that  can 
lx*  put  to  practical  use,  it  d(x*s  not 
contain  references  to  items  of  inci¬ 
dental  or  parenthetical  value  such  ;is: 

•  captions  of  photographs  and  il¬ 
lustrations,  tables  of  contents  and 
advertisements; 

•  notici*s  less  than  one-third  col¬ 
umn  long,  unless  they  contain  signifi¬ 
cant  data; 

•  new  products,  notices  of  meetings 
and  other  short  items  whose  news¬ 
worthiness  largely  piussed  at  the  time 
of  publication; 

•  articles  describing  characteristics 
or  use  of  specific  makes  of  eejuipment 
where  the  information  overlajjs  mate¬ 
rial  presented  elsewhere  in  the  issue 
or  in  lists  of  equipment  sjiecifications. 

Editorials,  letters  to  the  editor,  lxx)k 
and  film  reviews  and  National  Solid 
W'astes  .Management  Association  re- 
jxjrts  are  identified  as  such. 

Month  and  jiage  references  under 
each  he-ading  and  subheading  are  ar¬ 
ranged  chronologically,  except  where 
alj^halx’tical  or  geograjjhic-al  listing 
will  lx?  more  heljiful  in  Icx'ating  the 
tlesired  entry.  CJeograjjhical  listing  (by 
countries  and,  within  the  United  States 
by  states,  counties  and  cities  arranged 
al|jhalx*tically)  is  used,  for  examjile, 
under  the  heading  LANDFILL,  SAN¬ 
ITARY  and  subheading  “design  & 
operation  of.” 


For  added  c-onvenience,  four  of  the 
most  sul)stantial  subject  headings  have 
lx“en  sei>arated  from  the  main  body 
of  the  index  and  appear  at  the  end  of 
it.  AREA  STUDIO  lists  articles  per¬ 
taining  to  a  particular  country,  state, 
city  or  other  loc-ality.  AUTHORS’ 
INDEX  identifies  authors  who  have 
contributed  by-lined  material,  together 
with  titles  of  their  articles.  CASE 
STUDIES  refers  to  activities  of  par¬ 
ticular  wiistes  management  firms. 
PERSONALITIES  lists  (with  excep¬ 
tions  noted  above)  the  names  of 
individuals  that  have  appeared  in  the 
jjages  of  the  magazine  and  yearbook, 
including  by-lined  authors. 

If  more  than  one  heading  is  ajipli- 
cable  to  a  story  or  part  of  a  story, 
referenc'e  to  it  will  lie  found  under 
all  ajijjropriate  headings.  If  the  subject 
sought  for  is  related  only  to  the 
heading  in  tjuestion,  the  word  “see  — ” 
indicates  where  to  find  it.  Closely 
relatcxl  items  are  brought  to  the  at¬ 
tention  by  the  words  “see  also  — ”. 

The  reference  system  used  is  iis 
follows:  Sept:  18  refers  to  the  Septem¬ 
ber,  1972,  issue  of  SOLID  WASTES 
MANAGEMENT  Magazine,  page  18. 
SIY:  30  means  the  1973  Sanitation 
Industry  Yearbook,  page  30. 

Stories  which  appeared  in  the 
California  or  Midwestern  editions  of 
the  magazine  are  identified  by  the 
letter  C  or  M  following  the  listed 
jjage  numlx?r. 

Abbreviations  in  this  index  are: 

APWA  —  American  Public  Works 
Association. 

EPA  —  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

GRCDA  —  Government  Refuse 
Collection  and  Dis|X)sal  Association. 

NSWMA  —  National  Solid  Wastes 
Management  Association. 

SIY  —  1973  Sanitation  Industry 
Yearbook. 
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accidents 

see  labor 

air  pollution 

see  pollution 

aluminum 

see  metal 

area  studies 

see  final  portion  of  Index 

asphalt 

as  membrane  for  landfill  sealing  (Phila¬ 
delphia):  Apr:28 

automobiles 

abandoned,  disposed  of:  July:94M 
abandoned,  disposal  by  ocean  dumping: 
May:25 

conversion  into  high-grade  scrap  steel: 
Apr:24 

recycling  of  junked  vehicles:  May:204M 

bags 

litter-storage,  mandated  for  autos  and 
boats  (Washington  State):  June:  18 
paper  and  plastic,  growing  use  as  can 
liners:  July:26 
plastic,  care  of:  Apr:96M 
plastic,  for  fat  collection:  Aug:86M 
plastic,  minimizing  pickup  time  in 
wastes  collection:  Dec:22 
plastic,  use  in  hospital  wastes-disposal 
system  (New  York):  June:10 

baling 

as  means  to  increase  landfill  space: 
Feb:  72 

compared  with  other  disposal  systems: 
July:54  (Table) 

high-pressure:  Aug:  12;  Sept:30 
of  mixed  refuse:  July:  10  (editorial) 
on-site,  benefits  of:  Sept:86  (Woodside, 
N.Y.) 

barging 

of  refuse:  Apr:24  (London):  May:25 
waterborne  transfer  stations:  May:  74 
(Netherlands,  Venice) 

bidding 

see  contracts 

billing 

by  net  local  weight:  Jan:8 
see  also  costs 

bottles 

beverage  industry  recycling  programs: 
Mar:98M 

disposable,  as  ecological  problem: 
June:18 

federal  “deposit  bill”  challenged  as  un¬ 
sound:  Apr:52 

glass,  in  recycling  program:  Mar:98M 
glass,  total  U.S.  consumption  of: 
Sept:  74 

one-way,  Oregon  ban  upheld:  Nov:10 
(editorial) 

plastic,  failure  of  recycling  program: 
June:105 

recycling  fervor  seen  waning:  May:28 
review  of  bills  to  restrict  or  outlaw  one- 
ways:  June:46 


burial 

controlled  tipping  system:  June:78 
(England) 

ocean  dumping,  doubtful  value  of: 
May:25 

of  atomic  wastes:  Aug:  14 
of  hazardous  wastes:  July:15  (Califor¬ 
nia) 

of  highly  toxic  wastes,  at  sea:  May:25 
of  industrial  wastes,  at  sea  (chart): 
May:  146 

of  military  explosives,  at  sea:  May:25 
of  pesticide  and  chemical  containers: 
Apr:68 

of  poison  containers;  Dec;56  (Lakeport 
county,  Calif.) 

of  pulverized  wastes;  Aug:55  (England) 
of  reject  tires,  to  thwart  scavengers: 
May:  58  (Denver) 

special  treatment  for  tires  and  sludge: 
May:53  (Denver) 

study  of  refuse  decomposition;  Mar:98C 
(Santa  Rosa,  Calif.) 
see  also  landfill,  sanitary 

burning 

of  liquid  fats,  method  of:  Aug;86M 
(Poole,  England) 

of  solid  wastes,  as  fuel:  Apr:54  (St. 

Louis);  0ct:82M  (St.  Louis) 
open,  attempt  to  eliminate:  Nov;90C 
(Shasta  county,  Calif.) 
open,  ban  on:  Sept:  145M  (Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency);  July:78 
(Georgia) 

site  replaced  by  sanitary  landfill: 
Dec:88C  (Taft,  Calif.) 

cans 

beverage  industry  recycling  programs; 
Mar;98M 

federal  “deposit  bill”  challenged  as  un¬ 
sound:  Apr:52 

pull  tabs  banned  in  Oregon.-  Nov;10  (ed¬ 
itorial) 

recycling  fervor  seen  waning:  May:28 
review  of  bills  to  restrict  or  outlaw  one- 
ways:  June;46 

steel  and  aluminum  in  recycling  pro¬ 
gram:  Mar:98M 
value  as  salvage;  Aug:82M 

case  studies 

see  final  portion  of  index 

collection  and  hauling 

avoidance  of  injuries  in;  0ct:84M  (book 
review) 

by  barge  (see  barging) 
by  rail  (see  railhauling) 
changing  character  of:  June;25 
competition  in:  0ct:81C 
composition  of  rubbish  in  U.S.:  Sept:74 
(APWA  study) 

container  service,  mandated:  Feb:48 
(St.  Catharines,  Ont.) 
contracts;  Feb:  12  (editorial:  lowest 
price  or  lowest  bid);  June:25 
(change  in  Colorado  law);  June:36 
(proof  of  disposal-site  access); 
June:42  (bidding  for);  July:92C 
(Pismo  Deach,  Calif.) 
coordinated  collection  and  disposal 
plan  studied;  Dec:92C  (Alameda 
county,  Calif.) 

costs;  Jan:84  (Linn  county,  Ore.); 
Jan;112M  (Holt,  Mich.);  Feb;8  (at 


food  center);  Feb:  10  (APWA  study 
on  railhauling);  Feb:  14  (formula  for 
determining);  Feb;84M  (Cleveland); 
Feb;88C  (favoring  private  ^lulers); 
Mar:19  (New  York  City);  ManlOOM 
(Toronto);  Apr:93M;  May:40  (Bal¬ 
timore);  May:62  (Denver);  June:32 
(national);  June:42  (Connecticut); 
June:68  (“hidden”  costs); 
June:108C  (Burbank,  Calif.); 
July:46  (Seattle);  July:98M  (Dade 
county,  Fla.);  Sept:42  (Min¬ 
neapolis);  Sept:52  (Parsippany, 
N.J.);  Sept:92  (table  of  capital  and 
operating  costs);  Sept:144C 
(Sonoma  county,  Calif.);  Sept:148M 
(method  of  determining;  Oct:28  (at 
recreational  site);  0ct;48  (Connect¬ 
icut);  Nov:18  (table);  SIY:30  (at 
transfer  stations);  Nov:86C  (An¬ 
derson  county,  Calif.);  Nov;90C 
(Shasta  county,  Calif.);  Nov:92M 
(Lake  county,  Mich.);  Dec:60  (na¬ 
tional);  Dec:87C 

day  in  the  life  of  a  swamper:  Nov:86M 
equipment  for:  0ct:12  (London) 
European  methods:  Apr;24;  May:70; 

June:78;  July:8;  Aug:40;  Sept:  18 
for  recycling:  Feb:44;  Mar:40  (ICC  regu¬ 
lations);  Apr:26  (letter);  June:77 
(letter) 

frequency  of  pickups:  Apr:93M; 
May:206M  (Chicago);  Aug:82M 
(Chicago);  Apr:56  (Midland  Park, 
N.J.) 

increased  wastes  volume,  problems  of: 
Mar:38,42  (letter);  Apr:100C  (Los 
Angeles);  May:io  (editorial); 
July:10  (editorial) 
in  drums:  Mar:34 
in  Leningrad:  Nov:12 
in  Osaka,  Japan:  Nov:24 
in  Moscow:  Dec:  12 

injuries:  Apr:94M  (job  hazards);  July:30 
(causes  of) 

in  plastic  bags:  Aug:86M  (Poole,  Eng¬ 
land);  July:26 

labor  strikes,  hampered  by:  June:110M 
labor  unions,  strength  of:  May:203C 
licensing  of:  Apr:98M  (Michigan) 
licensing  of:  June:108C  (Burbank, 
Calif.) 

loan  grants  to  private  sector:  May:  100 
mandatory:  Mar:22  (San  Francisco); 
June:114C  (East  Yolo,  Calif.); 
July:60  (Grays  Harbor,  Wash.); 
Aug:82C  (Santa  Cruz,  Calif.); 
Sept:42  (Minneapolis);  Sept:142C 
(Vallejo,  Calif.) 
model  license  for:  SIY:14 
of  by-product  food  wastes:  Apr:  10 
of  coal-mine  refuse:  July:79  (Pennsyl¬ 
vania) 

of  elastomers  and  liquids:  May:53 
of  hospital  disposables:  June:10  (New 
York  City) 

of  hot  refuse:  Apr.-lO  (Lodi,  Calif.) 
of  paints,  inks,  chemicals.-  Sept:52  (Par¬ 
sippany,  N.J.) 

of  rubber  wastes:  Mar:42D 
on-site  packer  trucks:  Jan:112M  (Holt, 
Mich.) 

political  aspects  of:  Nov:34 
private:  Jan:26  (court  holds  SBA  minori¬ 
ty  program  illegal);  Feb:34  (use  of 
strip  mines);  Feb:82M  (opportu¬ 
nities  for  one-truck  owners);  Mar:8 
(coordinated  container  service); 
Mar:81  (franchised  refuse  collec¬ 
tion);  Mar:97C  (one-truck  opera- 
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tors):  Apr:56  (Midland  Park.  N.J.); 
May:62  (Denver);  May:68  (Denver); 
May:100  (loan  grants  to); 
May:203M  (value  of  organization); 
June:30  (Davis,  Calif.);  June:107M 
(improving  customer  relations); 
June:108C  (less  costly  than 
public);  June:114C  (exclusive  con¬ 
tract);  July:22  (NSWMA  study: 
private  haulers  handle  73%  of 
U.S.  solid  wastes);  July:28  (Mon¬ 
tana);  July:46  (Seattle);  July:98C 
(bureaucratic  interference): 
Aug:84C  (improving  public  rela¬ 
tions  for);  Aug;88C  (fines  for  care¬ 
less  hauling);  Sept;  10  (editorial: 
ethnic  mix  of  owners);  Sept:46 
(franchised);  Nov:32  (Wichita, 
Kans.) 

private  and  public:  Jan:112M  (Holt, 
Mich.);  Feb:81C  (to  reclaim  marsh¬ 
land);  Feb:84C  (use  of  refuse 
boxes);  Apr:46  (Washington  county, 
Ore.);  May:206M  (Chicago); 
June:56  (San  Francisco);  July:60 
(use  of  refuse  boxes;  Aug;  18 
(Warren  and  Washington  counties, 
N.Y.);  Aug:82M  (Chicago);  Sept;8 
(California);  Sept:30  (larger  role 
seen  for  pre-treatment);  Sept:70 
(Wausau,  Wise.);  Oct:34  (New  York 
City);  Oct:48  (Connecticut);  Nov:32 
(Wichita,  Kans.);  Dec:92C  (Alameda 
county,  Calif.) 

private  vs  public:  Jan:115C  (Los  An¬ 
geles);  Feb;88C  (El  Centro,  Calif.); 
Mar:10  (editorial);  Mar;19  (New 
York  City):  Mar:24  (Washington 
county.  Ore.);  Mar:34  (Denver); 
Apr:8  (New  York  City);  Apr:26 
(letter);  June;12  (editorial); 
June;107C  (San  Francisco); 
June:108C  (Burbank,  Calif.); 
July:40  (criterion  is  what  works 
best);  July:98C;  Sept:42  (Min¬ 
neapolis) 

private,  subsidies  for:  July:94M 
public:Mar:42  (letter;  dominant  in  New 
Zealand);  Apr:94C  (San  Francisco); 
Aug:70  (Americus,  Ga.);  Sept:16 
(Nashville,  Tenn.) 

public-relations  aspects:  July:48; 
July:91C 

regulations  concerning;  Apr:46  (Wash¬ 
ington  county.  Ore.) 
routemen:  July:92M 
safety  rules:  Mar:74:  May:44  (NSWMA 
program);  Aug;44 

to  transfer  stations:  Aug;8  (Summit, 
N.J.) 

use  of  mobile  radio  communication; 
July;  96M 

wages;  Jan:30  (Pay  Board  Rules); 
Jan:70  (New  York  City) 

collection  equipment 

see  equipment 

collection  systems 

automated  data  collection  for:  Jan:8 
(San  Francisco) 

education  of  personnel:  Mar;47 
on-site  packer  trucks;  Jan:  112M  (Holt, 
Mich.) 

private:  Feb:34  (combining  with  mining 
operations);  Feb:48  (detachable 
container  service);  Apr:  10  (Lodi, 
Calif.);  May:62  (Denver);  Aug:60 
(two-way  radio  control  of  truck 


fleet):  Sept:52  (Parsippany,  N.J.) 
see  also  collection  and  hauling 

communication 

two-way  radio  control  of  truck  fleet: 
Aug:60 


compaction 

see  compactors 


compactors 

air-pollution  laws  stimulate  use  of: 
June:  17 

at  transfer  stations:  Aug:8  (Summit, 
N.J.) 

compaction  and  roll-off  containers; 
Sept:52 

difficulty  for  elastics  and  liquids: 
May;53 

economy  in  on-site  baling:  Sept:86 
effect  of  abrasion  and  weather  on: 
0ct:40 

high-pressure  method,  for  railhauling; 
Aug;  12 

in  Europe;  May; 70;  June; 78;  July;8; 

Aug;  10  (editorial);  Sept:30 
in  landfill  operations:  Sept;70  (Wausau, 
Wis.);  Jan:112M  (Holt,  Mich.) 
in  multiple-unit  dwellings:  SIY;92  (New 
York  City) 

maintenance  of:  Nov:38 
NSWMA  comparative  specifications 
(letter):  Feb:21 

NSWMA  Stationary  Compactor  (^m- 
mittee,  standard  rating  system: 
Feb:22  May:38  (letter);  July:19 
on-site  compaction:  Oct:  18 
stationary:  book  to  be  published: 
July:  16;  financial  aspects  for  users: 
Apr;  14;  for  industrial  accounts: 
Apr:56;  glossary  of  terms:  Jan:  14; 
guide  to  equipment  selection: 
Feb:  16  (checklist:  20);  less-than- 
full  loads:  June:  14;  NSWMA  safety 
standard  for:  July:  19;  pre<om- 
pacted  refuse,  determining  costs 
and  charges  of:  Mar:26;  pros  and 
cons  of  in-building  installations: 
May:30;  ratings  imminent;  Apr:  16; 
regulations  for  NYC  apartment 
house  compactors:  Mar:28;  series 
on  use,  selection  and  economics 
of:  Jan:  14;  Feb:  16;  Mar:26;  Apr:  14; 
May:30;  June:14;  July:16;  Oct:18 
(in  hospitals);  handbrok  of,  pub¬ 
lished  by  Solid  Wastes  Manage¬ 
ment:  Nov;39 

study  by  APWA  (Chicago):  Feb:  10 
trouble-shooting  guide:  Apr:  18 
unlimited  horizons  for:  July:  10  (editori¬ 
al) 

use  of  in  Japan:  Nov:24 


composting 

failure  of:  June:76  (letter) 
federal  questioning  of:  Jan:10;  May:8 
high  cost  of;  Jan:  10;  May:8 
in  Czech  wastes-disposal  set-up: 
Sept;  126 

SPUR  plan  challenged:  Mar:10; 
June:107C 


computers 

see  electronic  data  processing 


conferences,  equipment 
shows  and  seminars 

American  Public  Works  Association,  an¬ 
nual  Public  Works  Congress  and 
Equipment  Show:  June:83;  Aug:58; 
Sept;  12 

American  Public  Works  Association, 
New  England  chapter:  Sept:  117 
American  Society  of  Mechanical  Engi¬ 
neers,  Design  Engineering  Confer¬ 
ence:  Jan:78 

American  Society  for  Metals,  Metals 
Show:  May:2()4M 

California  Refuse  Removal  Council, 
Northern  District,  annual  confer¬ 
ence:  June;112C 

costs  of:  Jan:112M  ("share-the-load" 
plan  in  Michigan) 

Detachable  Container  Association, 
conference:  Jan:78;  Feb:60 
International  Solid  Wastes  and  Public 
Cleansing  Association,  first 
congress:  July;  10  (editorial) 
Midwest  Refuse  Contractors  Associa¬ 
tion,  fall  membership  meeting  and 
seminar;  June:114M;  Sept:146M 
Midwest  Refuse  Contractors  Associa¬ 
tion,  semi-annual  seminar: 
Jan:lllM;  Apr:100M 
National  Plant  Engineering  &  Mainte¬ 
nance  Show:  Jan:78 
National  Sanitary  Landfill  Institute; 
Oct;82M;  Nov;64 

NSWMA,  International  Refuse  Equip¬ 
ment  Show  and  Congress:  Jan:78; 
Feb;38;  Mar;68;  97M;  May;  12; 

June:108M 

NSWMA,  Post-Congress  Study  Tour  of 
Europe:  Feb:40;  Mar:62;  May:44 
of  solid-wastes  organizations:  Jan;lllM 
(Midwest  Refuse  Contractors 
Assn.'s  semi-annual  seminar) 

Truck  Body  &  Equipment  Association, 
annual  convention:  June;81 

containerization 

see  containers 

containers 

bulk  bags;  July:26 

collection,  at  recreational  areas; 
Oct:28;  size  limits  for:  Oct:46 
(Kauai,  Hawaii) 

compulsory  service:  Feb;48  (St.  Cath¬ 
arines,  Ont.) 

demolition:  SIY:70  (permit  regulations 
in  San  Francisco) 

detachable:  Feb:48;  Feb:60  (association 
meeting);  Sept:30  (England); 
Nov:32  (cleaning  of) 
double  drums,  for  hazardous  materials: 
July:15 

for  atomic  wastes  storage:  Aug;  14 
galvanized  iron:  Sept:18  (Czechoslo¬ 
vakia) 

limiting  capacity  of:  Aug:50  (Ely,  Nev.) 
mobile:  July:98M 

open:  June:  10  (replaced  by  com¬ 
pactors);  Apr:10  (Lodi,  Calif.) 
plastic,  ban  on  heavy  units:  May:126 
(Baltimore) 

roll-on/roll-off:  Mar:8  (North  Vancouver, 
B.C.);  May:26  (cost  factors  of); 
May:53  (for  elastics  and  liquids); 
May:62  (general) 

used  with  stationary  compactors: 
Oct:  18 

wheeled  trash,  offered  free:  Aug:70 
(Americus,  Ga.) 
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contracts 

bidding  on:  Feb:12  (editorial);  Mar:81 
(for  franchise);  Apr:46;  June:44 
cooperative  program:  Sept:42  (Min¬ 
neapolis) 

exclusive:  June:144C  (East  Yolo,  Calif.) 
filing  of  tariffs  and  annual  reports: 
June:25  (Colorado) 

for  refuse  management  systems: 
Feb:86M  (Michigan);  Apr:98M 
(Michigan) 

franchise  agreement,  sample,  SIY:18 
labor:  Oct:82C  (California) 
monopoly  questioned:  Mar:24  (Washing¬ 
ton  county.  Ore.) 

permits  for  interstate  transport:  Mar:40 
role  of  smaller  operators:  Sept:46 
sample,  for  work  performance:  SIY:16 
service  efficiency:  July:28 
total-cost  purchasing:  0ec;42 

costs 

inflation,  effect  on  collection  rates: 
Dec:87C 

increased  collection  rates:  Dec:30 
(Alaska) 

of  collection  and  hauling:  Jan:84  (Linn 
county.  Ore.);  Jan:112M  (Holt, 
Mich.);  Feb:8  (at  food  center); 
Feb:  10  (APWA  study  on  rail- 
hauling);  Feb:  14  (formula  for  deter¬ 
mining);  Feb:84M  (Cleveland); 
Feb:88C  (private  hauling);  Mar:19 
(New  York  City);  Mar:100M 
(Toronto);  Apr:93M;  May:40  (Bal¬ 
timore);  May:62  (Denver);  June:32 
(national);  June:42  (Connecticut); 
June:68  ("hidden"  costs); 
June:108C  (Burbank,  Calif.); 
July:46  (Seattle);  Sept:42  (Min¬ 
neapolis);  Sept:52  (Parsippany, 
N.J.);  Sept:92  (table);  Sept:144C 
(Sonoma  county,  Calif.);  Sept:148M 
(formula);  Oct:28  (at  recreational 
site);  Oct:48  (Connecticut);  Nov:18 
(table);  Nov:86C  (Anderson  county, 
Calif.);  Nov:90C  (Shasta  county, 
Calif.);  Nov:92M  (Lake  county, 
Mich.);  Dec:60  (national);  SIY:30 
(at  transfer  station) 
of  composting:  Jan:  10  (editorial);  Mar: 
26;  Apr:l(X)C;  May:8  (report  by  Of¬ 
fice  of  Solid  Wastes  Management) 
of  disposal:  Jan:30;  Feb:24  (at  landfill); 
Feb:34;  Feb:^C  (dump  boxes); 
Feb:84M  (Cleveland);  Mar:42 
(letter);  Mar:42D  (rubber  scrap); 
Apr:39  (New  York  State);  June:32 
(national);  June:44;  July:^  (table); 
Sept:144C  (Fresno,  Calif.); 
Aug:82M  (Chicago) 
of  dump  closings:  July:60 
of  incineration:  Feb:24;  Apr:100C; 

May:89  (table);  May:  104  (Sweden) 
of  labor:  Jan:70  (New  York  City); 
Sept:148M 

of  maintenance:  Nov:86C  (Anderson 
county,  Calif.) 
of  ocean  dumping:  May:25 
of  overhead:  Feb:84M  (Cleveland) 
of  pulverization  plants:  Aug:55 
of  recycling:  Feb:30;  Feb:69  (Sun¬ 
nyvale,  Calif.);  Mar:83,  98M; 

May:28,  42;  July:92C;  Oct:23 
of  refuse  pickup:  Sept:144C  (Sonoma 
county,  Calif.) 

of  stationary  compaction  systems: 
Apr:  14,  56 

of  surveying  disposal  sites:  Sept:90 


(Bullitt  county,  Ky.) 
of  tire  maintenance:  Jan:38 
of  transfer  stations:  Jan:8  (San  Francis¬ 
co);  Aug:8  (Summit,  N.j.) 
total-cost  purchasing  plan  adopted: 

Dec:42  (Alice,  Tex.) 
union  contracts,  effect  on:  0ct:82C 
(California) 

disposal 

see  collection  end  heuling  — 
collection  systems  —  litter  —  ref¬ 
use  —  trash  —  wastes  —  com¬ 
pactors 

dumping 

closing  of  open  sites  for:  Nov:92M  (Lake 
county,  Mich.) 

closing  of  U.S.  dumps:  Oct:65  (table) 
conversion  of  dump  to  sanitary  landfill: 
Oct:26 

converting  dumpsite  to  state  park: 

Dec:87C  (West  Fresno,  Calif.) 
covering  of:  Mar:98C  (Santa  Rosa, 
Calif.) 

illegality  of:  June:44  (Baton  Rouge, 
La.);  July:28  (Montana);  July:37 
(Cortland  county,  N.Y.);  Aug:50 
(Ely,  Nev.) 

into  ocean:  May:25  (doubtful  value  for 
urban  refuse  disposal) 
ocean,  called  necessary  disposal 
method:  Nov:44  (New  York  City) 
odors  from  dumpsites:  Apr:73  (court 
ruling  on) 

of  containerized  liquids:  May:53 
of  glass:  Mar:83  (Portland,  Ore.) 
of  pesticide  and  chemical  containers: 
Apr:68  (Nevada) 

of  toxic  wastes:  July:15  (California); 

Aug:82C  (Sacramento,  Calif.) 
problems  of  mini-dumps:  June:44 
(Baton  Rouge,  La.) 

refuse  boxes,  problems  of:  Sept:144C 
(Siskiyou,  Calif.) 

replaced  by  refuse  boxes:  Feb:84C 
(Siskiyou  county,  Calif.) 
sites  closed:  Mar:95  (Pennsylvania); 
July:60  (Grays  Harbor,  Wash.); 
July:78  (Georgia) 

ecology 

actions  of  activists:  May:  108 
community  reactions:  Apr:93M 
degradable  plastics:  Aug:46,  68 
doubtful  plan  for  resource  recovery: 
ManlO  (editorial) 

fervor  is  abating:  May:28;  June:28 
landfill  sealing:  Apr:28 
litter  bags  mandated:  June:  18  (Wash¬ 
ington  State) 

ocean  dumping,  problems  of:  May:25 
perspective  on  recycling:  Feb: 30 
plastic  liners  reduce  leachate:  Feb:24 
proposed  bans  on  one-way  containers: 
June:46 

radioactive  wastes,  disposal  of:  Apr:72; 
Aug:  14 

see  also  recycling 

electronic  data 
processing 

computer  programming  determines 
transfer  costs:  Nov:18 
use  of  computers:  Jan:8  (San  Francisco 
transfer  station);  July:46  (im¬ 
proving  contractor  operations, 
Seattle);  Aug:  60  (in  truck-assign¬ 


ment  system,  Los  Angeles) 

ener^ 

from  mixed  municipal  wastes:  Oct:23 

environmentai  controi 

see  ecology  —  recycling  —  legisla¬ 
tion  —  pollution 

equipment 

collection  box  services:  Jan:84  (Linn 
county.  Ore.);  Feb:84C  (Siskiyou 
county,  Calif.);  July:60  (Grays 
Harbor,  Wash.) 

compaction  containers,  maintenance  of: 
Nov:38 

compactors,  apartment  house,  regula¬ 
tions  for:  Mar:28  (New  York  City) 
compactor  specifications:  Feb:21 
(letter) 

computer-aided  operations:  July:46 
(Seattle) 

economy  of  tire  maintenance:  Jan:38 
federal  regulations  for  commercial 
vehicles:  Oct:86M 

for  converting  solid  wastes  to  fuel: 

Oct:82M  (St.  Louis) 
for  handling  problem  wastes:  May:53 
for  sanitary  landfill  operations:  Dec:42 
hydraulic  systems,  maintenance  of: 

May:  102;  June:66 
long-haul:  SIY:38 

maintenance  of:  0ct:40  (stationary  com¬ 
pactors) 

manufacturers'  association  formed: 
Aug:34  (Wastes  Equipment  Mfrs. 
Institute,  NSWMA) 

noise  control  codes  for:  Dec:36  (San 
Francisco);  Dec:37  (Chicago); 
Dec:38  (New  York  City) 
on-site  packer  trucks:  Jan:112M  (Holt, 
Mich.) 

planning  safety  standards  for:  Dec:34 
(NSWMA  Wastes  Equipment  Mfrs. 
Institute) 

pyrolysis,  for  new  recycling  plant: 

Dec:88C  (Escondido,  Calif.) 
requirements  of:  Oct:28 
sanitation  vehicles,  etc.:  SI Y:  105  (cata¬ 
log) 

stationary  compactors:  Jan:  14  (glossa¬ 
ry);  Feb:  16  (guidelines  for  selection 
of);  Mar:26  (cost  factors  of);  Apr:  14 
(cost  of  building  installations); 
Apr:  18  (trouble-shooting  guide); 
Apr:56  (industrial  use  of);  May:30 
(in-building  installation  and  opera¬ 
tion);  June:14  (loading  of);  June:17 
(growing  in  acceptance);  July:16 
(safety  standards  for) 
tractor-trailers,  weight  distribution: 
Sept:56 

wastes  grinders:  SIY:92 

weight  limits  for  refuse  vehicles: 

Jan:110C  (California) 
weight  distribution  in  straight  truck 
chassis:  May:  128 
see  also  containers 

fly  ash 

anti-pollution  use  of:  Sept:145M 

glass 

as  hazard  to  rolling  stock:  Mar:58 
fluctuating  price  of:  July:92C 
percentage  of  U.S.  rubbish,  by  weight 
(chart):  Sept:75 

use  as  cullet  or  landfill:  Mar:83 
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SM  a/so  bott/es,  recycling 

government  agencies, 
federal 

Atomic  Energy  Commission:  Aug:  14 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety,  Federal 
Highway  Administration:  Oct:86M 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality: 
Oct:8.  23 

Economic  Development  Administration: 
Nov:90C 

Environmental  Protection  Agency: 
Feb:30;  Mar:10;  Apr:26;  June:42; 
July:22;  Aug:12,  32;  Sept:23; 

145M;  Oct:8.  28.  49.  82M:  Nov:8. 
18;  Dec:22 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Solid 
Wastes  Management  Office: 
Jan.lO;  Feb:10,  38;  Mar:38; 

Apr:  12,  54;  May:25,  163;  June:58; 
July:28.  30;  Sept:90,  112 
Farmers  Home  Administration:  Nov:90C 
General  Services  Administration:  Oct:8, 
54 

Internal  Revenue  Service;  Oct:54 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission: 

Feb:44;  Mar:40;  May:42;  SIY;62 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Apr:72 
National  Labor  Relations  Board: 
Mar:102M 

Price  Commission:  Jan:30,  70 
proliferation  of  federal  agencies:  Dec;8 
Small  Business  Administration:  Jan:26 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority:  Jan;10, 
May:8 

U  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census;  June:32 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines:  May:204M 
U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation:  Feb;28 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Market¬ 
ing  Facilities  and  Development 
Branch;  Feb:8 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Soil 
Conservation  Service:  Feb:24 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce: 
Feb:82M 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Metals 
&  Minerals  Div.:  May:204M 
U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education  & 
Welfare:  May:42;  June:32 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor:  Mar:102M 
U.S.  Public  Health  Service;  Jan:64; 
May:8 

U.S.  Office  of  Solid  Wastes  Manage¬ 
ment  Programs:  May:8;  June:58 
U.S.  Supreme  Court:  Mar;102M 
U.S.  Treasury  Department:  Dec:  18 

government  agencies, 
state  &  local 

Albuquerque  (N.M.)  City  Commission: 
Apr:26 

Baltimore  Dept,  of  Recreation  &  Parks: 
Aug:23 

Baltimore  Sanitation  Div.:  May:40 
Baton  Rouge  (La.)  Dept,  of  Public 
Works:  June:44;  July:40 
Bay  Conservation  &  Development  Com¬ 
mission:  Feb:81C 

California  Dept,  of  Public  Health; 
July:15 

California  Solid  Wastes  Management  & 
Resource  Recovery  Advisory 
Council:  Sept:8 

California  Solid  Wastes  Management 
Board:  Sept:8 

California  Water  Resources  Control 
Board:  Jan: HOC;  0ct:50 


Cascade  County  (Mont.)  Health  Dept.: 
July;28 

Central  New  York  Regional  Planning  & 
Development  Board:  July:37 
Cincinnati  Wastes  Collection  Div.: 
Mar;38 

Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission: 
June:25 

Connecticut  Dept,  of  Environmental 
Protection:  June;42 
East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District: 

June:  12,  107C;  July:98C 
El  Centro  (Calif.)  City  Council;  Feb;88C 
Georgia  Health  Dept.:  July;78 
Los  Angeles  City  Council:  Jan:115C 
Los  Angeles  County  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors;  June:108C 

Los  Angeles  Regional  County  Planning 
Commission:  Apr;100C 
Louisiana  Dept,  of  Health:  Aug:32 
Maine  Environmental  Improvement 
Commission:  June:28 
Maryland  Dept,  of  Human  Resources  & 
Community  Development:  Mar:68 
Michigan  Dept,  of  Public  Health: 
Feb:86M;  Apr:98M 

Michigan  Office  of  Economic  Expan¬ 
sion;  May;204M 

Minneapolis  Dept,  of  Public  Works: 
Sept:43,  72 

Minnesota  Pollution  Control  Agency: 
Sept;43 

Nevada  Bureau  of  Land  Management: 
Apr:68 

New  Haven  Public  Housing  Authority: 
Nov:16 

New  York  City  Dept,  of  Air  Resources: 
Jan:72 

New  York  City  Dept,  of  Sanitation: 

Mar:28;  May:92;  June;  10 
New  York  City  Environmental  Protection 
Administration:  Mar:  19;  Apr;8; 
Nov:44 

New  York  City  Public  Housing  Authority: 
Nov:  16 

New  York  State  Dept,  of  Environmental 
Conservation:  Apr:39 
Ohio  Director  of  Highways:  June;40 
Oregon  Dept,  of  Environmental  Quality: 
Mar:81 

Pennsylvania  Environmental  Quality 
Board:  Mar:95 

Pennsylvania  Solid  Wastes  Management 
Advisory  Committee:  July:79; 
Aug:69 

Richmond  (Calif.)  City  Council:  Feb:81C 
San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors: 
Mar:22;  June;56 

San  Francisco  Street  Cleaning  Dept.: 
Apr:94C;  May:204C 

Sonoma  County  (Calif.)  Public  Works 
Dept.:  Mar:98C;  Aug:87C; 
Sept:144C 

South  Dakota  Health  Dept.;  Jan:60 
Supreme  Court  of  Ohio:  June:40 
Vallejo  City  (Calif.)  Council:  Sept;142C 
Washington  County  (Ore.)  Board  of  Com¬ 
missioners:  Apr:46 

Washington  State  Dept,  of  Ecology: 
June:18 


government,  foreign 

British  Department  of  the  Environment: 
June;78 

British  National  Coal  Board:  July:79 
Greater  London  Council:  Apr:24; 
Sept:30 

Montreal  Director  of  Wastes  Disposal; 
Mar:100M 


Ontario  Water  Resources  Commission; 
Feb;62 

Stockholm  City  Cleansing  Dept.:  May:70 
Swedish  Property  Development  Board: 
May:76 

Toronto  Works  Commission:  Mar:100M 

grinding 

home  units,  cautions  on  use  of:  Aug:71 
see  also  shredding  —  pulserlzlng 

hauling 

see  collection  and  hauling 

historical 

collection  of  refuse:  July;8  (Paris); 
Aug:20  (Baltimore);  Sept:  18 

(Czechoslovakia) 

excavation  of  ancient  Indian  campsite: 
Nov;88M 

hospitals 

daily  disposables  load.-  Oct;  18 
disposables  bring  60%  wastes  in¬ 
crease:  June:  10  (New  York  City) 

incineration  and 
incinerators 

air-pollution  laws,  effect  on:  May:58; 

June:17;  July:78,  94C;  Sept:144C 
at  food  center:  Feb:8 
at  transfer  stations:  June;36 
ban  on  in  multiple  dwellings;  SIY:92 
(New  York  City) 

by-product  of,  used  to  defray  costs: 

Sept:  16  (Nashville) 
converted  to  compaction  site:  Aug:8 
cost  of:  May:  104  (Stockholm) 
for  liquid  wastes:  July:37  (Central,  New 
York);  Aug:86M  (Poole,  England) 
growth  of,  supported  by  dwindling  land¬ 
fill  sites:  Apr;24  (London) 
heat  and  power  from;  Apr:54  (St.  Louis); 
May:206M  (Chicago);  Aug:81M 
(Europe);  Aug:82M  (Chicago); 
Sept:  16  (Nashville) 

in  high-rise  dwellings,  studying  effects 
of:  Nov:14 

maximizing  heat  recovery  from:  Apr:54 
(St.  Louis) 

modernizing  of:  Dec:16  (Milwaukee) 
more  economical  than  composting: 

Jan:10  (editorial) 
of  contaminated  wastes:  Mar:34 
of  rubber  scrap:  Mar:42 
of  solid  wastes,  by  percentage:  Oct:34 
(New  York  City) 
planning  life  of:  June:36 
pneumatic  conveyance  to:  May:209M 
(East  Meadow,  N.Y.) 
sanitary  chuting  to:  June:  10  (New  York) 
scrubbers,  fraud  charged  in  sale  of: 
Jan:72  (New  York) 

selective  melting  of  recoverable  metals: 
May:204M 

smokeless,  for  tire  disposal;  Nov;50 
(England) 

use  of  fly  ash  from:  Sept:145M  (Cas- 
sopolis,  Mich.) 

water-walled:  Aug;82M  (Chicago) 

inks  and  paints 

method  for  disposal  of:  Sept:52 

labor 

accidents;  Mar:74  (safety  rules  de- 
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signed  to  prevent);  Apr:94M  (job 
hazards);  May:44  (NSWMA  safety 
program);  July:30  (major  causes 
of);  Aug:44  (recommendations  of 
safe  practice  by  truckmen); 
0ct:84M  (frequency  and  avoidance 
of) 

aid  from  customers:  Jan:112M  (Holt, 
Michigan) 

benefits  cut  employee  turnover: 
Oct:84C 

costs  of:  Feb:84M  (Cleveland);  Feb:8  (at 
food  center);  Feb:14  (in  collection 
and  hauling);  Feb:  10  (in  rail- 
hauling);  Apr:8  (New  York  City); 
Aug:8  (Summit,  N.J.);  Sept:148M 
crew  size,  effect  on  work  efficiency: 
Dec:22 

efficiency  in  handling  commercial  and 
industrial  accounts:  Sept:52  (Par- 
sippany,  N.J.) 

firing:  Mar:102M  (District  Court  ruling 
on  letters  of  reference) 
four-day  workweek:  Mar:66 
functional  and  cost  efficiencies  of  one- 
man  crews:  Dec:22 
health:  Mar:102M  (legislation) 
injuries:  see  accidents 
management-labor  relations:  Mar:102M 
(Barberton,  Ohio);  May:203M 
(strength  in  unity);  May:208M 
(maintaining  good  relations  with 
employees) 

new  union  pact  hikes  pickup  rate: 

0ct:82C  (California) 
one-man  operations:  Feb:82M 
relations  with  management:  see 
management-labor  relations 
safety:  Mar:102M  (legislation):  see  ac¬ 
cidents 

safety  training  for  drivers:  Nov:30 
(NSWMA  Safety  Committee) 

Small  Business  Act:  Jan:26  (minority 
program  held  illegal) 
strikes:  June:110M  (Toronto) 
technical  education  of  new  employees: 
Mar:47 

truck  crew’s  daily  operations:  June:30 
wages:  Mar:102M  (legislation);  Jan:30 
(Pay  Board  guidelines);  Jan:70 
(New  York  City);  Sept:144C 
(Fresno,  Calif.) 

landfill,  sanitary 

anti-dump  regulations,  effect  on: 
July:94C  (Amador  and  Lake 
counties,  Calif.) 

as  source  of  recoverable  metals: 
May:204M 

building  recreational  facility:  Feb:81C 
(Richmond,  Calif.);  June:105 
(Brookhaven,  N.Y.);  Aug:23  (Moun¬ 
tain  View,  Calif.);  Aug:68  (Kansas 
City,  Kans.) 

called  most  economical  disposal 
method:  Dec:60 

canal  transport  to:  May:70  (Nether¬ 
lands) 

cheaper  and  better  than  alternatives: 

Apr:l(X)C  (Los  Angeles) 
clay  blanket  prevents  poisons  leaching: 
Dec:56 

code  of  practice  envisioned:  June:78 
(Europe) 

compared  favorably  with  composting: 
Jan:10  (editorial) 

comprising  96%  of  wastes  disposal: 

Sept:72  (Czechoslovakia) 
construction  principles:  SIY:8 


conversion  from  dumpsite:  0ct:26 
(Chardon,  Ohio) 

converted  from  composting  facility: 

May:62  (Arvada,  Colo.) 
converted  from  quarry  pit:  Jan:58 
(Alameda  county,  Calif.) 
converted  from  strip  mine:  Feb:34 
(Pittsburgh) 

cooperative  county  operation  of:  Aug:  18 
(Warren  and  Washington  counties, 
N.Y.) 

coordinating  with  other  methods: 
Apr:24  (London) 

cost,  compared  with  other  systems: 
July:54  (table) 

cost  of:  Feb:84M  (Cleveland);  Aug:82M 
(Chicago);  Feb:  10  (AWPA  survey); 
Apr:24  (London);  Apr:39  (New 
York);  Apr:100C  (Los  Angeles); 
May:  62  (Arvada,  Colo.);  July:37 
(Onondaga  county,  N.Y.);  Sept:42 
(Minneapolis) 

disposal  of  wet  wastes  in:  Apr:10  (Lodi, 
Calif.) 

drop-box  locations  planned  for:  July:60 
(Grays  Harbor,  Wash.) 
drop-box  system,  problems  of: 

Sept:144C  (Siskiyou  county,  Calif.) 
EBMUD  proposal  challenged:  June:  12 
(editorial);  July:98C 
economical  operation  of:  Sept:70 
(Wausau,  Wise.) 

extending  life  of:  Aug:40  (Bridlington, 
England);  Aug:42  (Henderson,  Ky.) 
funding  by  property  taxes:  Aug:  18 
(Warren  and  Washington  counties, 
N.Y.) 

franchise  plan  for:  Nov:86C  (Amador 
county,  Calif.) 

hazardous  wastes  in:  July:  15  (Calif.) 
history  of:  SIY:8 

joint  operation  of:  Oct:88M  (Oregon) 
leachate  sealing  as  approved  technique: 

Apr:28  (Philadelphia) 
leaching,  reduced  by  plastic  liner: 
Feb:24 

making  friends  for:  Jan:86  (Cowlitz 
county.  Wash.);  Aug:23  (Mountain 
View,  Calif.);  Oct:24  (Indiana) 
mandating  surety  bonds  for:  Feb:86M 
(Michigan) 

national  meeting  on:  Oct:82M  (National 
Sanitary  Landfill  Institute) 
need  to  increase  number  of:  0ct:34 
(New  York  City) 

on-site  packer  trucks,  use  of:  Jan:112M 
(Holt,  Mich.) 

part  of  over-all  refuse  project:  July:37 
(Onondaga  county,  N.Y.) 
polyethylene  bags  improve  efficiency 
of:  July:50  (Inglewood,  Calif.) 
problem-solving  in:  Jan:110M 
problems  in  heavy  use  of:  Aug:87C 
(Sonoma  county,  Calif.) 
pulverizing  for:  Aug: 55;  Sept:30  (Great 
Britain) 

railhauling  to,  economy  of:  Feb:10 
(AWPA  study) 

rendering  leachate  into  potable  water: 

Jan:60  (Brookings,  S.Dak.) 
replaces  open-burning  dump:  Dec:88C 
(Taft,  Calif.) 

rules  and  regulations:  Apr:58  (New 
York);  Sept:72  (Minnesota);  Dec:32 
(Salem,  Ore.) 

selecting  equipment  for:  Oec:42 
site  for  toy  factory:  Dec:48 
state  law  for:  0ct:50  (Massachusetts) 
state  regulations,  wide  variance  of: 
May:  163 


study  compares  large  and  small  sites: 
Apr:39  (N.Y.  State  Dept,  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Conservation) 
study  of  refuse  decomposition  in: 

Mar:98C  (Santa  Rosa,  Calif.) 
subsidizing  costs  of:  July:94M 
trailer  relay  of  wastes  to:  Aug:82M 
(Michigan) 

transfer  stations,  need  for:  June:36 
transfer  stations  reduce  trips:  Aug:8 
(Summit,  N.J.) 

trench  method:  Feb:48  (St.  Catharines, 
Ont.) 

unlimited  future  of:  July:10  (editorial) 
used  for  disposal  of  most  U.S.  compost: 
May:  120 

using  computers  to  expedite:  Jan:8  (San 
Francisco) 

volume  required  through  1988  (table): 
July:72  (Montana) 

legislation,  federal 

disposal  tax  bill,  proposed:  Apr:  12 
Farmers  Home  Administration  Act: 
May:  100 

Highway  Beautification  Act:  Jan:22 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act: 
Oct:8 

Noise  Pollution  Control  Act  of  1972: 
Dec:36 

Occupational  Safety  &  Health  Act: 
Mar:103M 

Occupational  Safety  &  Health  Act;  ap¬ 
plicability  to  refuse  contractors: 
Jan:lllM 

ocean  dumping,  controls  on:  May:25 
one-way  containers,  proposals  to  ban: 
June:46 

recovery  and  recycling,  investigating 
federal  role  in:  Sept:  112 
Renegotiation  Act:  Jan:56 
Resource  Recovery  Act  of  1970:  Jan:22; 
Apr:64 

Small  Business  Act:  Jan:26,  80 
solid  wastes  management,  federal 
agency  proposed:  May:l(X) 

legislation,  state  &  local 

air  pollution  control,  survey  of  local 
laws:  June:  17 

antipollution  rules  (New  York  City); 
SIY:92 

apartment-house  compactors,  regula¬ 
tions  for  (New  York  City):  Mar:28 
axle  weight,  limitation  for  refuse  remov¬ 
al  vehicles  (Calif.):  Jan:110C 
converting  dumps  to  landfill:  Nov:90C 
(California) 

demolition  container  permit  regulations 
(San  Francisco):  SIY:70 
detachable  container  service,  manda¬ 
tory  (St.  Catharines,  Ont.):  Feb:48 
environmental  control,  local  opposition 
to  proposed  state  legislation  (Cali¬ 
fornia):  Aug:82C 

environmental  legislation,  enthusiasm 
for  is  waning:  June:28 
fill  operations,  rules  for:  Oct:88M 
(Or^on) 

land  disposal  regulations,  variances 
among  states:  May:  163 
limits  trash  receptacles  to  32  gal. 
(Kauai,  Hawaii,  City  Council): 
Oct:46 

mandatory  refuse  collection,  approved 
by  referendum  (Vallejo  City,  Calif.): 
Sept:142C 

mandatory  refuse  collection,  proposal 
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for  (Santa  Cruz,  Calif.):  Aug:82C 
mandatory  refuse  collection  (San  Fran¬ 
cisco):  Feb:84C;  Mar:22;  West 
Sacramento:  June;114C;  proposal 
for  (Washin^on  County,  Ore.): 
July;60;  details  of  customer  costs 
(Pismo  Beach,  Calif.):  July:92C 
Model  Litter  Control  Act  (Washington 
State):  June:  18 

noise  abatement,  vehicles  and  machin¬ 
ery:  0ec:36  (San  Francisco); 
Dec:37  (Chicago);  Dec:38  (New 
York  City) 

one-way  containers,  prohibition  rejected 
(Santa  Cruz,  Calif.):  Aug:82C 
on  landfill  operations:  Oec:32  (Salem, 
Ore.) 

open  burning,  prohibition  of  (Georgia): 
July:78 

open  burning,  prohibition  of  (Lake 
County,  Calif.):  July:94C 
plastic  refuse  containers,  ban  on  (Bal¬ 
timore);  May;126 

refuse  collection,  multiple-unit  dwell¬ 
ings  (Los  Angeles):  Jan:115C 
refuse  collection,  rules  governing  (Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.):  Sept;72;  opposi¬ 
tion  to  drop-box  system  (Siskiyou 
County,  Calif.):  Sept:144C;  rate 
hikes  approved  (Sonoma  County, 
Calif.);  Sept:144C 

refuse  collection  and  disposal,  limit  on 
container  weight  and  capacity 
(Great  Falls,  Mont.):  July:58;  Ely, 
Nev.;  Aug;50 

refuse  collection  and  disposal,  model 
plan  for  (San  Francisco);  June:56; 
turning  over  to  private  contractors 
(Burbank,  Calif.):  June:108C 
refuse  collection  and  disposal,  regula¬ 
tions  for  (Washington  (^nty.  Ore.): 
Apr:46 

refuse  collection  and  disposal,  sanitary 
landfill  proposal  for  tax  funding 
(Warren  and  Washington  Counties, 
N.Y.);  Aug:18;  definition  of  wastes 
and  rules  for  storage  (Ely,  Nev.): 
Aug:  50 

refuse  disposal  (Calif.):  Jan:ll(X} 
refuse  hauling,  applicability  of  eminent 
domain  acts  to:  June:40;  fines  for 
road  littering  by  private  haulers 
(Inyo  County,  Calif.):  Aug:88C 
refuse  management  systems,  new  guide¬ 
lines  and  standards  (Michigan): 
Apr;98M 

sanitary  landfill,  new  acceptance  for 
(Columbus,  Ohio):  Mar:l(X)M;  rules 
and  regulations  governing  (Min¬ 
nesota):  Sept:72 

sanitary  landfill  operations,  proposal  for 
(Lake  and  Amador  Counties,  Calif.): 
July:94C 

sanitary  landfill  regulations  (Mas¬ 
sachusetts):  Oct:52 

solid  wastes  collection,  ordinances  for 
(New  York  State):  July:37 
solid  wastes,  discharge  of  (Calif.): 
Jan:110C 

solid  wastes  disposal,  call  for  disposal 
surety  bonds  (Michigan):  Feb:86M; 
central  area  for  (Glenn  County, 
Calif.):  Aug:84C 

solid  wastes  disposal,  statewide  plan 
for  (Connecticut):  June:42 
solid  wastes,  hazardous,  disposal  of 
(Pennsylvania);  Mar:95 
solid  wastes  law,  “toughest  in  the  na¬ 
tion,”  (Calif.):  Sept:8 
Solid  Wastes  Management  Act  (Pennsyl- 
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vania),  implementation  of:  July;79 
solid  wastes  management,  plans  for 
trash  disposal  (Pennsylvania): 
Aug:69 

solid  wastes  management  practices,  file 
of  annual  reports  (Colorado): 
June:25;  review  of  state  policy  (Cal¬ 
ifornia):  July:98C 

to  coordinate  collection  and  disposal: 

Dec:92C  (Alameda  county,  Calif.) 
upholding  constitutionality  of  law  ban¬ 
ning  sale  of  no-deposit  containers 
(Oregon);  Nov:10 

wastes-disposal  charge  (Calif.): 
Jan:ll(>C 

wastes  management  system,  proposal  to 
centralize  (Washington  County, 
Ore.):  July:60 

wastes  management  systems,  requiring 
certificate  of  approval  (Ontario): 
Feb;82 

licensing 

see  l9gi»latlon 

litter 

a  centuries-old  problem  solved  (Paris); 
July:8 

composition  of  street  rubbish  (San 
Francisco):  Apr:94C 
failure  of  "mini-dump"  concept  (Baton 
Rouge,  La.):  June:60 
fleet  of  control  trucks  (San  Francisco): 
May:204C 

proposals  to  control:  Feb:30 

maintenance 

see  equipment 

maintenance  of 
equipment 

see  equipment 

metal 

keeping  out  of  disposal  systems  (letter): 
Apr:26 

percentage  of  U.S.  rubbish,  by  weight 
(chart):  Sept:75 

scrap  processing,  limiting  factors  of: 
May;42 

separating  from  incinerator  residue: 
Aug;82M 

separation  requested  of  dump-site  users 
(Sonoma  County,  Calif.):  Aug:87C 
techniques  for  reclaiming:  May:204M 
wastes  from  tire  production:  Mar:42D 
see  also  automobiles,  cans,  recy¬ 
cling 

open  burning 

see  burning 

organizations,  national  & 
international 

American  Pulp  &  Paper  Association; 
Sept:74 

American  Public  Health  Assn:  May:8 
American  Public  Works  Assn:  Feb:  10, 
52;  May;92;  Aug;  12,  58;  Sept;  12, 
74,  117 

Building  Research  Institute:  Oct:46 
Detachable  Container  Assn:  Feb:60; 
Mar;8 

Environmental  Management  Assn.; 
Oct:68  (name  changed  from  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Sanitation  Management) 


Glass  Container  Manufacturers  Insti¬ 
tute:  June:58 

Institute  of  Scrap  Iron  and  Steel: 
May;42 

International  Association  for  Pollution 
Control:  June:62 

International  Solid  Wastes  and  Public 
Cleaning  Association:  Aug:  10 
National  Academy  of  Sciences,  Building 
Research  Advisory  Board:  Nov:16 
National  Refuse  Sack  Council:  July;26 
NSWMA:  Jan:22;  Feb;21,  38,  40,  82M; 
Mar;40,  62,  68,  921/  May:12,  44, 
100,  204M;  June;46;  July:  18,  22; 
Aug:  10,  34;  Sept:46;  C)ct:38  (ac¬ 
cepts  Solid  Wastes  Management  as 
official  journal);  Oct:82M,  85M, 
85C;  Nov:30  (to  establish  driver 
safety  training;  Nov:44 
NSWMA  National  Sanitary  Landfill  Com¬ 
mittee;  Jan;52;  May:  163;  Nov:64 
(agenda  of  first  NSLI  conference) 
NSWMA  Safety  Committee:  May;44 
NSWMA  Stationary  Compactor  Com¬ 
mittee:  Jan:  14;  Feb:  16,  23;  Apr:  16; 
May:34;  June:14;  July:17 
NSWMA  Wastes  Equipment  Manufac¬ 
turers  Institute:  Aug:34;  Sept;38; 
Dec:34 

Secondary  Materials  Industry  Assn; 
Feb:52 

Truck  Body  and  Equipment  Assn: 
Jan:76;  Mar:95;  May:128;  June:81; 
Aug;52;  Sept;56 

organizations,  regional 

Bonner  County  Solid  Wastes  Advisory 
Committee:  July;94M 
Brooklyn  Trade  Wastes  Association: 
Apr:8 

California  Refuse  Removal  Council: 
Jan:109C;  Apr:60,  96C;  May;208C; 
June:112C 

Chicago  and  Suburban  Refuse  Disposal 
Association:  Jan;109C,  109M; 

May;  166 

Colorado  Solid  Wastes  Management  As¬ 
sociation:  Mar:70 

Idaho  Sanitary  Service  Institute:  Aug:54 
Los  Angeles  Council  of  Solid  Wastes 
Management  Associations: 
Feb;84C;  June:108C 
Midwest  Refuse  Contractors  Associa¬ 
tion:  Jan:109M,  llOM,  HIM; 
Feb:82M;  Mar:98M;  Apr:96M; 
May;204M;  June;108M,  114M; 
July;92M,  97M;  Sept;144M,  146M 
Minneapolis  Refuse,  Inc.:  Sept:42 
Oregon  Sanitary  Services  Institute: 
Mar;24,  81 

Pennsylvania  Solid  Wastes  Management 
Advisory  Committee:  July:79 
Queens  County  Trade  Wastes  Associa¬ 
tion:  Apr:8 

San  Francisco  Planning  and  Urban  Re¬ 
newal  Council:  ManlO;  June:107C 
Sonoma  County  Refuse  Association: 
Aug;84C 

Suffolk  County  Cartman’s  Association: 
Mar:48,  74;  May:92;  Aug;44 

packers 

see  compactors 

paper 

acceptance  by  reclamation  center  (Liv¬ 
ermore,  Calif.):  Feb:69 
high  costs  of  recycling:  Dec:  18 
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minimum  content  set  for  recycled  fibers 
(California):  Jan:114C 
old  newspapers,  high  scrap  value  of: 
May:28;  mandatory  recycling  ordi¬ 
nance  for  (Hempstead,  N.Y.): 
May:28;  disposal  cost  of:  June:52 
percentage  of  U.S.  rubbish,  by  weight 
(chart):  Sept:75 

recycled,  mandated  for  state  use  (Cali¬ 
fornia):  Sept:8 

recycling  of:  ApnlOOM;  Dec:18  (a  mar¬ 
keting  problem) 

total  U.S.  consumption  of:  Sept:74 
wastes  generated  by  rubber-products  in¬ 
dustry:  Mar:42D 

pesticides 

containers,  disposal  site  for:  Apr:68 
(Nevada) 

DDT  ban,  for  general  use:  Oct:49 

plastic  materials 

as  leachate-reducing  lining  for  landfill 
site:  Feb:24 

biodegradable,  for  cup  lid:  Aug:46 
by  exposure  to  mold:  Aug:68 
free  trash  cans  supplied  to  homeowners 
(Americus,  Ga.):  Aug:70 
heavy  collection  containers  banned 
(Baltimore):  May:126 
percentage  of  U.S.  rubbish,  by  weight 
(chart):  Sept:75 

see  also  bags,  bottles,  recycling 

pollution 

air:  Apr:54  (burning  of  solid  wastes); 
Apr:73  (dump  odors  ruled  not 
illegal  in  Ohio);  May:58  (by  burn¬ 
ing  rubber);  June:  17  (causing  in¬ 
creased  use  of  compactors); 
June:114C  (penalty  for  open 
burning);  Oct:8  (control  of);  SIY:92 
(via  home  wastes  grinders);  Nov:50 
(via  smokeless  incineration) 
control  of:  Jan:60  (intercepting  trench 
at  landfill);  Feb:24  (plastic  landfill 
lining  contains  leachate);  Feb;62 
(Ontario  legislation);  Mar:95  (dump 
sites  closed  in  Penna.);  Apr:28  (by 
landfill  sealing);  Apr:68  (segre¬ 
gating  chemical  containers); 
Apr:72  (rocket  disposal  of  atomic 
wastes);  May:53  (handling  wastes 
oil  and  sludge);  May:70  (in  Europe); 
June:78  (in  Europe);  May:163  (list 
of  recommended  disposal  practices 
to  prevent);  May:204C  (absorbing 
oil  spills);  June:17  (by  replacing  in¬ 
cinerators  with  compactors); 
June:  18  (storage  bag  method,  cars 
and  boats);  June:28  (review  of  envi¬ 
ronmental  laws);  July:37  (by  anti¬ 
dumping  legislation);  July;78 
(Georgia  ban  on  open  burning); 
Aug:46,  68  (via  degradable 

plastics);  Sept:8  (California  enacts 
"toughest"  solid  wastes  bill); 
Sept:145M  (Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  agency  closes  1,666  dump- 
sites);  Dec:36  (San  Francisco) 
educational  efforts:  July:91M 
education  of  school  children  about: 
July:48 

effects  of  landfill  decomposition 
studied  for  contribution  to: 
Mar:94C  (Santa  Rosa,  Calif.) 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  activ¬ 
ities  of:  Aug:32;  Sept:145M 


noise,  control  of:  Dec:36  (San  Francis¬ 
co);  Dec:37  (Chicago);  Dec:38  (New 
York  City) 

oil  spills,  control  of:  Oct:32 
radioactive:  need  to  control  (Aug:14) 
reduction  of:  Oct:  12  (London) 
water:  May:25  (environmental  effects  of 
ocean  dumping);  Sept:145M  (fly 
ash  used  to  prevent);  June:  12 
(studies  to  prevent  in  California) 
weather,  as  a  factor  in:  Jan:60 
see  also  ecology 

prices 

see  costs 

publicity 

improving  industry  image:  May:203M 
industry  programs:  Jan:22 
in  the  public  press:  Aug:84C 
NSWMA  codifies  Solid  Wastes  Manage¬ 
ment  as  official  journal:  Oct:38 
trash-collection  coloring  book:  July:48 
upgrading  community  service:  Mar:8 
(North  Vancouver,  B.C.) 

public  relations 

for  landfill  site:  Jan:86  (Washington 
State) 

“good  neighbor"  policies:  Sept:141C 
improving  customer  relations: 
June:107M 

influencing  public  opinion:  Sept:141M 
making  friends  for  landfill:  Aug:23 
need  for  better  communication:  0ct:10 
(editorial) 

need  for  industry  action:  Jan:34 
to  promote  environmental  jobs:  Mar:68 
(Prince  George  county,  Md.) 
values  of:  Feb:91M 

pulverizing 

destined  to  grow  in  importance:  July:10 
(editorial) 

European  experience:  Feb:66;  Aug:81C 
in  transfer  system:  (5ct:12  (London) 
large  machines  for  wastes  reduction 
(London):  Apr:24 

renewed  interest  in  Great  Britain: 

Aug:55;  Sept:30 
U.S.  growth  foreseen:  Aug:81M 

putrescibles 

see  wast^ 

railhauling 

alternative  to  urban  incineration: 

Mar:100M  (Toronto) 
costs  found  to  be  competitive  (APWA 
study):  Feb:  10;  Aug:  12 
long-distance:  Apr:24  (London) 
of  compacted  refuse:  Sept:30  (England) 
of  recycled  materials:  Mar:40 

rates 

see  costs 

recreational  areas 

wastes-disposal  problems  at:  Oct:28 

recycling 

association  support  of:  Jan:109M 
as  essential  to  environmental  quality: 
May:42;  Sept:  112 


as  a  smokescreen:  Nov:10  (editorial) 
environmental  benefits  of:  Oct:23 
federal  analysis  of:  Nov:8 
fly  ash,  commercial  use  of:  Sept:145M 
high  costs  of:  Feb:30;  Mar:98M; 
May:42;  June:46;  Juty:92C; 
Sept:  112 

lags  behind  refuse  growth  rate:  Oct:23 
legislation  to  mandate:  Jan:112C  (Cali¬ 
fornia);  Apr:12  (editorial 
challenging  federal  bill);  June:18 
(Washington  State);  June:46  (re¬ 
view  of  federal  proposals);  June:73 
(abatement  of  interest  detected); 
Sept:8  (California) 
motion-picture  films  on:  Jan:40 
need  to  develop  markets  for:  May:42, 
June:  56 

not  a  panacea:  Feb:30 
of  aluminum:  May:28 
of  food  wastes:  Feb:8 
of  glass  containers:  Mar:83;  May:28 
of  metals:  Feb:69  (Livermore  and  Sun¬ 
nyvale,  Calif.);  Apr:26  (letter); 
May;28,  42,  206M  (Chicago); 

July:10  (editorial);  Aug:82M  (Chi¬ 
cago),  87C 

of  paper:  Apr:100M  (Cincinnati); 
May:28;  July:10  (editorial); 
0ct:84C;  Dec:  18 

of  plastics:  June:  105  (dairy  bottles) 
of  rubber:  Mar:42D;  May:58 
paper-reclamation  plant  closed:  Dec:46 
Pollution  Solutions  of  Oregon,  Inc.: 
Mar:24 

pyrolysis  process  used  in  new  facility: 

Dec:^C  (Escondido,  Calif.) 
recovery  of  useable  discards:  Aug:54; 
Sept:142M 

recycling  programs,  failure  of:  Feb:69; 
May:28;  June:i05 

rule  on  ICC  transportation  certificate: 
Feb:44;  Mar:40 

segregated  wastes  plan  proposed: 
June:77  (letter) 

solid  wastes  used  as  fuel:  Apr:54; 
Sept:  16 

urban  refuse  as  compost,  challenged  as 
uneconomical:  Jan:10  (editorial); 
ManlO  (editorial);  May:8;  June:76 
(letter) 

value  of  discarded  metals:  May:204M 
volume,  by  materials:  Nov:8  (table) 

refuse 

analysis  of:  Sept:74 

benefits  of  organized  groups: 

May;203C,  203M  (editorial) 
collection  from  apartment  buildings: 

Jan:115C  (Los  Angeles) 
collection  procedures  and  costs:  Mar:42 
(letter) 

community  educational  program: 

Feb:84C  (Los  Angeles) 
disposal,  growth  of  legislation  control¬ 
ling:  May:10  (editorial) 
disposal  sites  closed  by  law:  Mar:95 
(Pennsylvania) 

economics  in  selecting  bidders:  Feb:  12 
(editorial) 

fines  for  careless  hauling  of:  Aug:88C 
(Inyo  county,  Calif.) 
handling  and  disposal  of:  Jan:112M 
(Holt,  Mich.);  Apr:24  (London); 
May:40  (Baltimore);  May:70 
(Europe);  May:206M  (Chicago); 
May;209M  (East  Meadow,  N.Y.); 
June:-44  (Baton  Rouge,  La.);  July:28 
Montana);  July:37  (Central  New 
York);  Aug:  18  (Warren  and  Wash- 
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ington  counties,  N.Y.);  Aug:40 
(Bridlington,  England);  Sept:70 
(Wausau,  Wise.) 
hot  slag,  handling  of:  Apr;60 
mandatory  collection  of:  Mar:22  (San 
Francisco);  Aug:82C  (Santa  Cruz. 
Calif.);  Sept:142C  (Vallejo.  Calif.); 
Dec:30  (Alaska) 

model  plan  for;  June:56  (San  Francisco) 
of  hospitals:  May:209M  (East  Meadow, 
N.Y.):  June;  10  (New  York) 
on-site  baling  of;  Sept:86 
paints,  inks  and  chemicals,  handling  of: 
Sept:  52 

plan  for  future  disposal  of:  June;78 
(Europe) 

railhaul  of:  Mar:l(X)M  (Toronto) 
rate  increase  for  pickup  service: 
Apr;93M  (editorial) 

regulating  collection  and  disposal  of: 
Apr:46  (Washington  county, 
Oregon);  Aug:50  (Ely,  Nev.) 
reporter's  day  on  a  truck:  June:30 
see  also:  collaction  and  hauling  — 
compactors  —  contracts  —  Incinar- 
ation  and  incinarators  —  landtill  — 
lagislation  —  Uttar  —  putvarization 

—  trash  —  racycling  —  shradding 

—  wastes 

rubber 

a  nuisance  in  recycling;  Aug;87C 
cracker-mill  experiment  to  reduce  scrap 
volume:  May:58 

difficulty  of  compression  or  compac¬ 
tion;  May:53 

industry  wastes  problems:  Mar:42D 
percentage  of  U.S.  rubbish,  by  weight 
(chart):  Sept:75 

smokeless  incineration  of:  Nov:50  (Eng¬ 
land) 

salvage 

from  landfill  wastes;  May:204M 
of  valuables;  Aug:54 
to  salvage  useful  items:  Sept:142M 
see  racycling 

Shredding 

advantages  of;  Aug:55  (England) 
augmenting  wastes-disposal  program: 

Aug;82M  (Chicago) 
costs  of:  N0V:43 
future  of:  July:10  (editorial) 
in  transfer  system:  Oct:  12  (London) 
new  municipal  installation  for:  Nov:43 
(Milford,  Conn.) 

of  large  rubber  discards;  May:58 
(Denver) 

solid  wastes  management 

code  of  practice  envisioned:  June:78 
competition  to  find  most  qualified  firm: 

June:42  (Connecticut) 
control  of  leachate  in  landfill:  Jan:60; 
Feb:24;  Apr;28 

educational  program  for:  Feb:84C  (Los 
Angeles  Council  of  Solid  Wastes 
Management  Assn.) 

fast-growing  business  in  the  U.S.: 
Dec;16 

federal  funding  agency  for,  proposed: 
May;l(X) 

improvement  of:  Jan:110C  (California); 
Feb:8  (at  food  center);  Mar;8 
(North  Vancouver,  B.C.);  Apr;46 
(Oregon);  Apr;94C  (San  Francisco); 
May;53  (Denver);  June:25  (Col¬ 


orado);  July:8  (Paris);  July:10  (edi¬ 
torial) 

in  hospital  operations:  June:10  (New 
York) 

in  the  Soviet  Union:  Nov:12,  Dec:12 
legislation  for:  Sept;8  (California) 
model  plan  for:  June:56  (San  Francisco) 
planning  and  cost  of:  0ct:8  (EPA 
council  report);  0ct;10  (editorial) 
planning  of:  Feb;86M  (Michigan); 
Mar  98M  (Michigan);  Aug:18 

(Warren  and  Washington  counties, 
N.Y.);  Sept:8  (California) 
proposed  statewide  system:  C)ct:48 
(Connecticut) 

reduction  of  solid  wastes:  May:56 
(Denver) 

role  of  pulverizing;  Aug:55  (England) 
role  of  transfer  stations:  June:36;  Aug;8 
technology  groups  planned  for:  Sept:38 
(Waste  Equipment  Mfrs.  Institute, 
NSWMA) 

use  of  trash  as  power-plant  fuel: 
Oct:82M  (St.  Louis) 


studies  and  research 

analysis  of  rubbish  composition  in  U.S.: 
Sept:74  (American  Public  Works 
Assn.) 

by  San  Francisco  Planning  &  Urban  Re¬ 
newal  Assn.:  Mar:  10  (editorial) 
on  accidents  involving  field  equipments 
proposed:  Aug:34  (Waste  Equip¬ 
ment  Mfrs.  Institute,  NSWMA) 
on  composting  of  municipal  wastes: 
Jan:  10  (editorial);  May:8  (Office  of 
Solid  Wastes  Management  Pro¬ 
grams) 

on  computer  planning  for  wastes  collec¬ 
tion;  Nov:  18  (EPA) 

on  cost  effectiveness  of  one-man  crews: 

Dec:22  (Ralph  Stone  &  Co.) 
on  decomposition  of  landfill  refuse: 
Mar:98C  (Sonoma  County  Public 
Works  Dept.) 

on  employee  injuries:  July:30  (Ralph 
Stone  &  Co.,  Los  Angeles) 
on  future  volume  of  wastes:  Mar:38 
(University  of  Cincinnati); 
Apr:100C  (Los  Angeles  Regional 
County  Planning  Assn.);  Oct:8  (EPA 
report  to  Congress  and  the  Pres¬ 
ident) 

on  high-pressure  bailing  and  compac¬ 
tion:  Aug;  12  (Chicago/American 
Public  Works  Assn.) 
on  landfill  improvements;  Jan:60  (South 
Dakota  State  University) 
on  local  air-pollution  laws:  June:17 
on  national  wastes  costs:  June:32  (Ar¬ 
thur  D.  Little,  Inc.) 
on  ocean  dumping;  May:25  (Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Solid 
Wastes  Management  Office) 
on  railhauling;  Feb:10  (American  Public 
Works  Assn.) 

on  recycling  plan:  Mar:98M  (Midwest 
Refuse  Contractors  Assn./National 
Solid  Wastes  Management  Assn.); 
Nov:8  (EPA) 

on  role  of  private  enterprise:  July:22 
(NSWMA) 

on  sanitary  landfill:  Apr:39  (New  York 
State  Dept,  of  Environmental  Con¬ 
servation) 

on  total  costs  of  disposal:  Feb:84M 
(Cleveland) 

on  total  U.S.  solid-wastes  costs;  Dec;60 
(Creative  Strategies,  Inc.) 


on  urban  wastes  reduction:  Nov:14 
(Building  Research  Advisory  Board 
of  National  Academy  of  Sciences) 
on  wastes-paper  recycling:  Dec:18  (New 
York  City  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Subcommittee  on  Solid  Wastes 
survey  of  state  land  disposal  regula¬ 
tions:  May:163  (National  Sanitary 
Landfill  Institute,  NSWMA) 
see  also  conlerences 

symbols 

highway,  new  visual:  May:72 

taxes 

for  mandatory  collection  program: 

Mar:22  (San  Francisco) 
for  sanitation  service:  Nov:90C 
on  disposable  materials,  proposed: 

Apr:  12;  June:46;  Sept:8 
on  light-duty  trucks:  Mar:95 
on  vehicles,  proposed:  Sept:8  (Califor¬ 
nia) 

tariff  filing,  by  contractors:  June:25 
(Colorado) 

to  pay  for  wastes  disposal:  July:37; 
Aug;  18 

tires 

economy  of  proper  maintenance:  Jan:38 
rejected,  resale  value  of:  Mar:42D 

transfer  stations 

automated  system  at:  Jan:8  (San  Fran¬ 
cisco) 

economy  of:  Oct:28 
for  demountable  containers:  Apr:24 
(London) 

growth  of:  SIY:30 

more  needed  for  small  haulers:  June:36 
operation  of:  Feb:34  (Pittsburgh); 

SIY:38  (for  long  hauls) 
reducing  landfill  trips:  Aug:8  (Summit, 
N.J.) 

to  serve  national  parks:  Dec:92C 

trash 

bulk  collection  and  shredding  of  (Chi¬ 
cago):  Aug:82M 

central  collection  station  for:  Jan:84 
Czechoslovakia's  control  of:  Sept:  18 
as  source  of  "collectors’  items": 
Sept;142M 

organized  collection  and  disposal  of 
(Baltimore);  May:40 
pneumatic  collection  of:  May:209M 
problems  of  cleaning  hilly  streets  (San 
Francisco):  Apr:94C 
refusal  to  collect;  June:107M 
subject  of  school  coloring  book:  July:48 
voluntary  separation  of:  Oct:88M  (Port¬ 
land,  Ore.) 

see  also  litter,  refuse,  wastes 

wastes 

asbestos  sludge:  Nov:32  (disposal  of) 
as  fuel:  Oct:23 

as  fuel  for  city  plant:  Sept:  16  (Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.) 

bag  collection  of:  July;26 
baled,  railhaul  of:  Feb;10  (APWA  study) 
collection  box  service:  Jan:84  (Linn 
county.  Ore.) 

compaction  of:  Jan:  18;  Feb;  16;  Mar:26; 

Apr:14;  May:30;  June:14;  July:16 
composition  of;  Feb:8;  May:204M 
conversion  of  (see  recycling) 
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conversion  to  fuel:  Oc^:82M  (St.  Louis) 
costs  of,  soaring  nationally:  June:32 
data  processing  of:  Jan:8  (San  Francis¬ 
co) 

decomposition  of,  study:  Mar:98C 
(Santa  Rosa,  Calif.) 
disposal,  90  methods  coordinated: 
Apr;24  (London) 

disposal  costs,  reduction  of:  F/  .d4M 
(Cleveland) 

EBMUD  proposal:  June:  12;  Juiy:98C 
(California) 

food  center,  cost  of  removal  at:  Feb:8 
from  coal  mines:  July:79 
future  trends  in:  July:10  (editorial) 
hazardous,  rules  for  disposal  of:  0ct:50 
(California);  glossary  of  terms: 
0ct:50,  88M 

high-pressure  compaction  and  baling  of: 
Aug:  12 

“hidden  costs”  in  pickup  and  disposal: 
June:68 

in-building  compaction  of:  May:30 
interstate  transportation  of:  Mar;40 
(ICC  rules) 

legislation  pertaining  to:  Feb:86M 
(Michigan);  Sept:8  (Calif.) 
national  costs  of  disposal:  Dec;60 
ocean  disposal  of:  May:25;  0ct:50  (haz¬ 
ardous  items);  Nov:44  (to  alleviate 
urban  disposal  problems) 
pathological,  disposal  of:  0ct:18 
pickup  service,  determining  cost  of: 
Sept:148M 

plans  to  handle  future  volume  of: 

Apr:100C  (Los  Angeles) 
predicting  future  volume  of:  Mar:38 
(Cincinnati) 

pretreatment  of:  Sept:30  (Great  Britain) 
private  industry  handles  73%:  July:22 
pulverization  of:  Aug:55  (Great  Britain); 

Aug:81C,  81M  (Europe) 
putrescibles:  Apr:  10;  Aug:44;  Sept:80, 
110 

radioactive:  Apr:72  (rocket  disposal  of): 

Aug:  14  (storage  of) 
railhaul  disposal,  problems  of  by  states: 
Feb:47  (table) 

residential,  composition  of:  Feb:46 
(table) 

rubber:  Mar:42D  (industry’s  problems)- 
May:58  (reducing  scrap  volume) 
segregation  of,  for  collection:  Oct:46 
(Kauai,  Hawaii) 

solid,  failure  as  basic  fuel:  Apr:54 
total  recovery  concept  unworkable  (San 
Francisco):  Mar:  10  (editorial) 
toxic,  new  disposal  methods:  July:  15 
types  of,  at  recreational  center:  Oct:28 
(table) 

university  control  authority  created: 

Sept:  104  (Michigan) 
unsuitable  for  composting:  May:8 
volume  of,  to  triple  in  next  decade: 
0ct:8  (Environmental  Protection 
Agency  Council  report) 
wet  refuse:  Aug:86M  (packed  in  plastic 
bags) 

see  also:  collection  and  hauling  — 
compactors  —  contracts  —  Inciner¬ 
ation  and  Incinerators  —  landfill  — 
legislation  —  litter  —  pulverization 
—  refuse  —  trash  —  recycling  — 
shredding 


area  studies 


CANADA 

North  Vancouver,  B.C.:  Mar:8  St. 
Catharines,  Ontario:  Feb:48 
Toronto:  ManlOOM 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

nationwide:  Sept:  18 

FRANCE 

Paris:  July:8 

JAPAN 

Osaka:  Nov:24 


NETHERLANDS 

Amsterdam:  May:70 
Rotterdam:  May:70 

RUSSIA 

Lenningrad:  Nov:12 
Moscow:  Dec:12 


SWEDEN 

Gothenborg:  May:70 
Stockholm:  May:70 


UNITED  KINGDOM 

Bridlington:  Aug:40 
London:  Apr:24;  Oct:  12 
Yorkshire:  Aug:40 

nationwide:  June:78;  Aug:55;  Sept:30 


WEST  GERMANY 

Wiesbaden:  Aug:81C 


UNITED  STATES 
alabama 

Chilton  county:  June:44 


California 

Alameda  county:  Feb:69 

Amador  county:  July:94C 

Burbank:  June:108C 

East  Yolo:  June:114C 

Fresno  county:  Sept:144C 

Glenn  county:  Aug:84C 

Inglewood:  July:26 

Lake  county:  July:94C 

Los  Angeles:  Apr:100C 

Richmond:  Feb:81C 

San  Francisco:  Jan:8;  Mar:  10,22; 

Apr:94C;  May:204C;  June:56 
Santa  Clara  county:  Feb:69 
Santa  Cruz:  Aug:82C 
Siskiyou  county:  Feb:84C;  Sept:144C 
Sonoma  county:  Mar:98C;  Aug:87C; 

Sept:144C  state-wide:  July:15; 

Sept.:8 


Connecticut 

Milford:  Nov:43 
New  Haven:  Nov:14 
state-wide:  June:42 

illinois 

Chicago:  May:206M;  Aug:12,82M 

Kentucky 

Bullitt  county:  Sept:90 

louisiana 

Baton  Rouge  Parish:  June:44; 
July:40;  Aug:32 

maryland 

Baltimore:  May:40;  Aug:20;  Nov:18 

massachusetts 

statewide:  0ct:50 


michigan 

state-wide:  Feb:86M;  Apr:98M 

minnesota 

Minneapolis:  Sept:43 

montana 

Cascade  county:  July:28 

nevada 

Ely:  Aug:50 

new  jersey 

Bergen  county:  June:68 
Essex  county:  June:68 
Hudson  county:  June:68 
Passaic  county:  June:68 
Summit:  Aug:8 

new  york 

Cortland  county:  July:37 

Long  Island:  May:28 

New  York  City:  Mar:  19;  Apr:8; 

June:  10;  Oct:34 
Warren  county:  Aug:  18 
Washin^on  county:  Aug:  18 
state-wide:  Apr:39 

Ohio 

Cincinnati:  Mar:38 
Cleveland:  Feb:84M 
Columbus:  Mar:100M 
state-wide:  June:40 


Oregon 

Clatsop  county:  Mar:  81 
Portland:  Mar:83 
Washington  county:  Apr:46 

Pennsylvania 

Bucks  county:  Aug:69 
Chester  county:  Aug:69 
Delaware  county:  Aug:69 
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Colorado 

state-wide:  Mar:34;  June:25 


Imperial;  Feb;34 
Montgomery  county:  Aug;69 
Philadelphia:  Aug:69 
Pittsburgh:  Feb:34 

south  daKota 

Brookings:  Jan:60 

tennessee 

Nashville:  Sept:  16 

texas 

Alice:  Dec:42 

Washington 

Grays  Harhor  county:  July:  60 
state-wide:  June;  18 

Wisconsin 

Wausau:  Sept:70 

SWM  Jan  7858  12-7  jewel 
Cards  1012  —  1055  incl. 
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Solid  wastes  as  fuel,  Apr:54 


I 

Lehr,  Frank  H. 

Transfer  station  cuts  landfill  trips  by 
25%,  Aug:8 


Evaluating  public  and  private  collection 
service,  July;40 

EPA  wars  on  pollution,  Aug:32 

Contributions  of  small  contractors, 
Sept;46 

Oil  companies  form  spill  watch,  Oct:32 

Politics  of  refuse  collection,  Nov:34 

Federal  agencies  proliferate,  Dec;8 

March,  Frederic 

National  wastes  cost  to  hit  $.75  billion 
in  1972,  June;32 

Miller,  Michael  A. 

Rise  of  transfer  stations,  SIY:30 

Moscone,  John  P. 

San  Francisco’s  model  refuse  plan, 
June:56 


O 

Oliger,  John  A. 

Cost  of  solid-wastes  removal  from  food 
center,  Feb:8 


P 

Pollock,  Kenneth  M. 

Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  2),  Jan:  14 
Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  3),  Feb:  16 
Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  4),  Mar:26 
Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  5),  Apr:  14 
Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  6), 
May;30 

Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  7), 
June:  14 

Use,  selection  and  economics  of  sta¬ 
tionary  compactors  (part  8), 
July:17 


r 

Riches,  Fred 

Hydraulic  systems  maintenance  (part 

1) ,  May:  102 

Hydraulic  systems  maintenance  (part 

2) ,  June:60 


S 

Scahill,  John  P. 

Compensation  for  annexed  private  land, 
June:40 

Shell,  Richard  L. 

Problems  in  predicting  future  wastes 
volume,  Mar:38 


Weight  distribution  analysis  of  straight 
truck  chassis:  May:  128;  Impor¬ 
tance  of  weight  distribution  in 
tractor-trailers:  Sept:56 

Coward,  David 

Transfer  station  cuts  landfill  trips  by 
25%,  Aug;8 


m 

Mackay,  Bentley  B. 

Problems  of  congested  cities  affect  us 
all,  Jan;34 

Reclamation  is  nothing  new,  Feb:30 
Comparing  the  industry  with  U.S.  postal 
service,  Mar:36 

Women  voters  check  industry,  Apr:42 
Ecological  activists.  May:  108 
Problems  with  mini-dumps,  June:44 


Shupe,  Dean  S. 

Problems  in  predicting  future  wastes 
volume,  Mar;38 

Stanfa,  Jim 

Let  us  begin  by  working  together, 
Jan:110M 

Still  a  one-truck  opportunity  land, 
Feb;82M 

High  costs:  the  big  snag  to  recycling, 
Mar;98M 
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Job  hazards  and  employee  injuries, 
Apr:94M 

Urban  ore  and  its  potential  reuse, 
May:204M 

Association  meetings  enhance  one’s 
outlook,  June;108M 

The  collection  craze  is  spreading  fast, 
Sept:142M 

Sorg,  Thomas  J. 

Factors  in  survey  of  disposal  sites, 
Sept:90 

Stefanelli,  Leonard 

Computer  collects  data  on  load  weights 
for  transfer  station,  Jan:8 

Technical  exchange  with  Russia,  Nov:12 

Russia  lags  in  solid-wastes  technology, 
Dec: 12 

Steam  i,  Robert  P. 

Cost  of  solid  wastes  removal  from  food 
center,  Feb:8 

Stone,  Ralph 

Injury  data  among  collectors,  July:30 

Sutterfield,  G.  W. 

Solid  wastes  as  fuel,  Apr:54 


t 

Train,  Russell  E. 

Lag  in  recycling,  Oct:23 


W 

Wingerter,  Eugene  J. 

Comparing  state  disposal  practices. 
May;  163 

Private  industry  handles  73%  of  na¬ 
tion's  solid  wastes,  July:22 
Hospital  disposables  load,  Oct:  18 
Driver  safety  training,  Nov:30 
Long-haul  problems,  SIY:38 
NSWMA  group  to  stress  equipment  safe¬ 
ty,  Dec:34 

Wisely,  F.  E. 

Solid  wastes  as  fuel,  Apr:54 


case  studies 


Appleton,  Wise,  (transfer  station  opera¬ 
tion):  SIY:30 

Baton  Rouge,  La.  (“mini-dumps”): 
June:44 

Bayside  Waste  Disposal  Co.  (computer 
operation):  July:46 

Berkey  Photo  (on-site  baling);  Sept:86 

Burbank,  Calif,  (plan  to  cut  costs): 
June:108C 

California  State  Dept,  of  Health  (toxic 
trash  disposal);  July.lS 

Chardon,  Ohio  (converting  dump  to 
landfill):  Oct;26 

Cleveland,  Ohio  (plan  to  cut  disposal 
costs):  Feb:82M 

Connecticut  (private  contracting): 
June:42 

El  Centro,  Calif,  (economy  via  private 
hauling):  Feb;88C 

Ely,  Nevada  (limiting  can  capacity): 


Aug:50 

Gates  Rubber  Co.  (handling  tire  factory 
discards);  May:58 

Geological  Reclamation  Operations  and 
Wastes  Systems  (landfill  sealing): 
Apr;28 

Henderson,  Ky.  (extending  landfill  life): 
Aug:42 

Linn  County,  Oregon  (community  collec¬ 
tion  boxes):  Jan:84 
Livermore,  Calif,  (converting  quarry  pits 
to  sanitary  landfill);  Jan:58 
Lodi  Sanitation  Co.,  Lodi,  Calif.:  ApnlO 
Long  Island,  N.Y.  (recycling):  May:28 
Los  Angeles,  Calif,  (coping  with  vol¬ 
ume):  ApnlOOC 

Napa  County,  Calif,  (recycled-material 
prices):  july:92C 

Nassau  County  (N.Y.)  Medical  Center 
(pneumatic  disposal):  May:209M 
Nevada  (chemical-container  disposal): 
Apr:M 

Newark,  N.J.  (landfill  conversion); 
Dec:48 

New  York  City  (hospital  disposables): 
June;  10 

New  York,  N.Y.  (experiment  in  private 
collection);  Mar:  19;  Apr:8 
Policastro  Service  (handling  problem 
refuse):  Sept:52 

Portland,  Oregon  (recycling  project): 
Mar;83 

San  Francisco,  Calif,  (mandatory  refuse 
collection):  Mar:22 

San  Francisco,  Calif,  (problems  of  hilly 
terrain):  Ap’-:94C 

San  Francisco,  Calif,  (street-sweeper 
deployment);  May:204C 
Sanitary  Landfill  Co.,  Belle  Vernon,  Pa.: 
Nov:38 

Santa  Rosa,  Calif,  (decomposition 
study):  Mar;98C 

Seton  Hall  University  (hidden  pickup 
costs):  June:68 

Schaper  Disposal  Works  (fixed  packers 
for  industrial  accounts):  Apr:56 
Siskiyou  County,  Calif,  (replacing 
dumps  with  boxes):  Feb;84C 
Smiley’s  Container  Service  (economy  in 
collection  and  landfill);  Jan:112M 
Smithrite  Disposal,  North  Vancouver, 
B.C.  (community  service):  Mar:8 
Solid  Wastes  Engineering  and  Transfer 
Systems  (computerized  data  collec¬ 
tion);  Jan:8 

Stone,  Ralph  &  Co.  (causes  of  employee 
injury):  July:30 
Swamper’s  work:  Nov:86M 
Toronto,  Ontario  (railhaul  of  refuse): 
ManlOOM 

Universal  By-Products  (radio-controlled 
fleet):  Aug:60 

Washington  State  (litter  control): 
June:18 

Wheatridge  Disposal  Co.  (700%  busi¬ 
ness  expansion):  May:62 
Wichita,  Kans.:  Nov:32 


personalities 


a 


Alexander,  Harold 
Alexander,  R.M. 
Aloe,  Mark 
Andersen,  John  R. 


Jan:86;  Mar:83 
June:44 
May:13 
Jan:60 


Anderson,  Wendell  R. 
Annigoni,  A.  J. 
Amason,  Richard 
Arpin,  Jean  V. 

Askew,  Reubin 
Avera,  W.  W. 


Sept:26 
Sept:8 
July;60 
Aug:10 
June:28 
Aug:58;  Sept:14 


Bacigalupi,  Bill  July;92C 

Baker,  Cyril  Sept:42 

Baker,  James  Nov:32 

Balch,  John  Jan:76 

Balsinger,  Tom  Aug:59 

Bancroft,  Raymond  L.  June:97 

Banfield,  Partick  May:13;  June:114M 


Banks,  David 
Barnes,  A.  James 
Bass,  Paul  H. 


Sept:  14 
Nov;44 
Jan:76 


Bausenbach,  Arthur  E.  Feb;21;  May:38 


Baxter,  Samuel  S. 
Beaver,  Jack  A. 
Beck,  Larry 
Beerman,  Bernard 
Bell,  Doug 
Benquerel,  Joseph 
Berman,  Donald 
Berman,  Fred 
Bishop,  James 
Black,  Ralph 
Blackman,  Thomas 
Blair,  Louis 
Blount,  Winton 
Bond,  J.  W. 

Bort,  Joseph 
Boskoff,  Alexander 
Bowen,  Otis 
Bowen,  Vince 


June:97 
Nov:44 
June:114M 
May;13 
Feb:48 
Aug;84C 
June:114M 
May:42 
Sept:  100 
Sept:  14 
May:13 
Sept:26 
Mar:36 
Hov:32 
Dec:92C 
Jan:26;  Feb:44 
0ct:24 
Sept:42 


Bowerman,  Or.  Frank  Mar:24;  June:97 
Bradley,  Patrick  July:68;  Aug:65 
Brady,  Herbert  Jan:72 

Brashares,  William  C.  Jan:30 

Briedenback,  Dr.  Andrew  W.  May:8 
Brown,  H.  B.  June:77 

Brown,  Paul  H.  Sept:100 

Brown,  Robert  P.  May:25 

Bucciarelli,  William  C.  July:79 

Buiten,  William  June:114M 

Burgess,  R.  W. 

Aug:32;  Sept:  128;  0ct:32 


Burkhalter,  David  A. 
Burkhart,  C.  G. 

Burr,  Ed 
Burt,  Raymond 


June:97 
Sept:  14 
Sept:96 
Sept:42 


C 


Cahn,  Robert 

0ct:8 

Campbell,  Harold 

Mar:81 

Campi,  Gal 

Jan:9 

Campi,  Guido 

Jan:9 

Canepa,  Lawrence  J. 

0ct:82C 

Canestrale,  Matthew 

Nov:38 

Canham,  Robert  A. 

June:97 

Cape,  E.  B. 

Mar:24 

Caputo,  Angelo 

Jan:72 

Carroll,  Steve 

Mar:83 

Chantland,  Arnold  0. 

June:97 

Chase,  Richard  W. 

June:42; 

0ct:84C 

Chichester,  Charles 

Feb:56 

Cinewek,  Wayne 

Jan:38 

Clark,  Brant  V. 

May:  128; 

Sept:56 

Clark,  Ross 

Aug:S8 

Clay,  Ed 

Jan:76 

Coe,  Jay 

June:114M 

Colonna,  Robert 

May:13 

Comeriato,  Frank 

June:114M 

Conboy,  B.  M. 

May:204M 

Conn.  Frederick  J. 

Nov:44 
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r 


Connally,  John 

Jan:34 

Goodman,  Lewis  R. 

Feb:  14 

Cornelius,  Melvin 

Jan:72 

Goshom,  Robert 

Mar:52 

Coward,  David 

Aug:8 

Gratton,  Ray 

Feb:82C 

Craig,  Dan 

Sept;42 

Gregory,  Ed 

Sept:42 

Crites,  Richard 

June:114M 

Grillo,  Frank 

Apr:8 

Cronin,  Frank 

Sept:  14 

Grunski,  Ralph 

Aug:82C 

Crotty,  Bernard  M.  Apr:94C;  May:204C 

Cummings,  Paul  F. 

Mar:48 

h 

Cuneo,  John 

July;98C 

n 

Curry,  Richard 

Nov;90C 

Hale.  Samuel 

Curtin,  Joseph  Jr. 

June:77 

Feb:38;  May:12;  June:58;  June:62; 

Aug:  10; 

Aug:58;  Sept:  14 

H 

Hale,  Samuel  Jr. 

Sept:112 

u 

Hall,  Edward  M. 

Aug:58 

Darnay,  Arsen 

Ham,  Dr.  Robert 

June:114M 

May;  13;  Aug:58;  Sept:  14;  NoV:8 

Hansler,  Gerald  M. 

Nov:44 

D’Avanzo,  Pat 

Apr:8 

Hardy,  William 

Aug:84C 

Day,  Donald 

MartlOOM 

Harris,  John  R.,  Prof. 

July:68 

Day,  L.  B. 

Jan:86 

Hart,  Dr.  Samuel 

May:9 

D'Azevedo,  Frank 

Aug:58;  Sept:  14 

Haug,  Lester 

June:36 

Decker,  Clay 

May:13 

Haws,  Randle 

Jan:76 

Dekema,  Jacob 

June:97 

Hayes,  Jeanne 

Mar:62;  May:44 

Dial,  Clyde 

Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Head,  Donald 

Feb;82C 

Disko,  Michael 

Aug:8 

Heaman,  J.  D. 

Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Doar,  John 

Apr:8 

Heidt,  Harry  H.  Jr. 

SepMOO 

Dodge,  Richard  H. 

June:17 

Hendren,  James 

Feb;84C 

Dolan,  Thomas 

Jan:9 

Hentschel,  Don 

May:53 

ucmino,  George 

Sept:86 

Hickey,  Dennis,  Sr. 

Nov;60 

Dornbush,  James  N. 

Jan:60 

Hickman,  H.  Lanier 

Douglas,  James 

Sept:  14 

May:  13;  June:114M 

Drucker,  Peter  F. 

Sept:13 

Hill,  John  A. 

May:13 

Drury,  Ed 

Sept:42 

Hill,  Margaret 

Aug:S9 

Dumas,  Woodrow  W. 

Hodge,  Allan 

0ct:84C 

Aug;32; 

Aug:6S;  Nov:34 

Hoff,  John 

May:  13;  Dct:40 

Dumont,  Karen 

Sept:14 

Hogan,  Lawrence  J. 

May;12 

Dunlap,  Charles 

June:1 14M 

Holtz,  Dave 

Sept:70 

Dyszynski,  Edwin  J. 

Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Holtz,  Dtto 

Sept:70 

Hoover,  Anna 

Apr:42 

Hoover,  Mrs.  Thomas 

July:68 

6 

Hopson,  Robert 

June:114M 

Eichholz,  Bernard 

Sept;14 

Hout,  Eldon 

Mar:24 

Eisenbrandt,  Dick 

Oct;88M 

Huizenga,  Wayne  May:13;  June:114M 

Eldredge,  Richard 

June;114M 

Hunt,  Paul,  Jr. 

AprtlOOM 

Elsasser,  Chris 

Mar:81 

Hurst,  William  D. 

Sept:  14 

Evans,  Ben  H. 

Oct:46 

■ 

f 

J 

Jackson,  Steve 

June:50 

Fagan,  William  W. 

Sept:  13 

Johnson,  Bob 

May;54 

Famam,  William  F. 

JulytSO;  Dec:22 

Johnson,  Doyle 

Jan;84 

Feinstein,  Dianne 

Mar;22 

Johnson,  Everett 

Aug:84C 

Feld,  Benjamin 

July;68 

Johnson,  Lee 

Sept;42 

Filiberto,  John  C. 

May:  13 

Jones,  Johnny 

Sept:42 

Flood,  Theodore  C. 

Nov:44 

Judd,  D.  G. 

Sept:  14 

Fondessey,  Robert 

June:114M 

Judge,  Joseph  E. 

Aug:82C 

Franklin,  William 

Nov:8 

Frisby,  Harry  M. 

JulytSO 

Furner,  J.  W. 

Sept:  128 

K 

Kamino,  Setsuko 

Aug:68 

a 

Kaplan,  Daniel 

Nov:88M 

Kearns,  Earl  Jr. 

June:50 

Gallagher,  John 

June:114M 

Keller,  Dee 

Jan:86 

Gamrath,  Robert  Jan:1 10M;  Junel  14M 

Kellow,  Fred 

June:114M 

Garland,  John  A. 

Aug:68 

Kiefer,  Irene 

Dec:22 

Garst,  Dale  N. 

Sept:  13 

King,  James 

June:114M 

Garza,  G.  R. 

Dec:42 

Kleppe,  Thomas  S. 

Jan:26 

Gerdes,  Mrs.  John  A. 

Apr:64 

Klumb,  D.  L. 

Apr:S4 

Gershowitz,  Harold 

Knapp,  Charles  A. 

Sept;117 

Jan:111M; 

Feb:38  Mar:40; 

Kochitsky,  D.  W. 

Aug:59 

Mar:42;  Apr:16;  AprtlOOM; 

Koons,  Dr.  Donald 

June:28 

May:13;  MaytlOO;  June:46; 

Korbitz,  William  E. 

June:97 

June:108M; 

July:18;  Aug:34; 

Krause,  Bill  Jr. 

Sept:70 

Sept:38;  Oct:38;  Nov:30,44 

Krause,  Bill  III 

Sept:70 

Gibson,  John 

Jan:11SC 

Kretchmer,  Jerome 

Gilbertson,  Wesley  E. 

Sept:26 

Jan:72; 

Mar:  19;  Nov:44 

Gilreath,  Marion 

May;62 

Krieger,  Jake 

Mar:81 

Glassey,  Clive 

Aug:84C;  Sept:8 

Kupchik,  Dr.  George 

May:8 

Glover,  H.  Gordon 

July;79 

Kurtz,  Arthur 

May;13 

Goethner,  Guy  A. 

Feb:24 

Kutter,  Chuck 

Sept:42 

I 


Lamb,  Fred 
Lang,  Martin 
Larson,  Gordon 
Law,  Robert  D. 
Legg,  David 
Lehr,  Frank  H. 
Leichner,  Lorry 
Leo,  John 
Lesher,  R.  L. 
Liebman,  Jon  C. 
Lindsay,  John  V. 
Little,  Harry  R. 
Loos,  Dan  Sr. 
Lufkin,  Dan  W. 
Lugano,  Frank 
Lundborg,  Edwin  R. 


Sept:13 
June:97 
Apr:28 
June:44 
Marts  1 
AugtS 
JantSS 
AprtS 
Sept:  14 
NovtIS 
Jan:70 
Dct:28 
May:  178 
Dct:48 
Jan:72 
June:25 


m 

Mackay,  Bentley  B. 

Jan:34;  Feb:30;  Mar:36;  Apr:42 
May:108;  June:44;  June:114M; 

July:40;  Aug:32;  Sept:46; 

Dct:32;  Nov:34;  Dec:8 
Madsen,  Paul  May:13 

Mahoney,  John  JantllOM 

Makrdichian,  Bill  Sept:8 

Mancuso,  Thomas  P.  Sept:14 

Marathea,  John  F.  Mar:62 

Marceleno,  Troy  May:  13;  Sept:26 

March,  Frederic  June:32 

Marks,  David  H.  Nov:  18 

Martin,  Herb  Dec:30 

Martin,  John  Dec:60 

Martini,  G.  H.  Sept:14 

Marx,  Raymond  Jan:76 

Mason,  Don  Mar:81 

Massell,  Sam  Jan:42 

Mattei,  Peter  E.  June:97 

Meeks,  Fearson  S.  Jan:76 

Melk,  John  J.  Jan:40 

Mendelsohn,  Robert  Mar:22 

Merritt,  Grant  Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Meskill,  Thomas  J.  Dct:48 

Mets,  Larry  June:114M 

Miller,  Carl  Jan:86 

Miller,  Michael  A.  SIY:30 

Milliken,  William  G.  Feb:86M;  Apr:98M 
Mittness,  Lewis  June:28 

Moore,  Edward  J.  May:89 

Moscone,  John 

May:13;  May:204C;  June:56 


Murray,  George  H. 


Sept:  14 


mac 

MacDonald,  Gordon  Oct:8 

MacEwen,  Robert  A.  Sept:117 

MacPhee,  Angus  June:114M 


me 

McCall,  James  H.  0ct:46 

McDonough,  James  J. 

June:97;  Sept:26 
McFadden,  Wayne  Aug:82C 

McLennan,  Ed  Jan:112M 


n 

Neeley,  Gerald  A.  Sept:26 

Nejedly,  John  Sept:8;  Dec:92C 

Newman,  Eugene  L.  Mar:103M 

Nickel,  Ron  May:13;  June:114M 
Nieman,  Thomas  May:13 

Nixon,  Richard  M.  Jan:34;  JantllOM 
Nugon,  A.  J.  Jr.  May:  13 
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o 


Ohanesian,  Bill 

Sept:96 

Oliger,  John  A 

Feb:8 

Owens,  James  M. 

May:204M 

P 

Pacelli,  Francis  P. 

Aug:82C 

Pacey,  John 

Feb:82C 

Patrick,  P.  K. 

Sept:30 

Pinson,  Wes 

Nov:32 

Policastro,  Anthony 

Sept:52 

Pollock,  Eugene  L. 

June:114M 

Pollock,  Kenneth  M. 

Jan:14;  Feb:16; 

Mar:26;  Apr:  14; 

May:30; 

June:14;  July:17 

Popov,  Nikolay  A. 

Dec:12 

Post.  M.  D. 

Apr:26 

Proxmire,  William 

Apr:12 

r 

Rabins,  Marshall 

June:114M 

Ralph,  Jack  B. 

Mar:68 

Randolph,  Robert 

Jan:111M 

Rawson,  Bart 

Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Reagen,  Ronald 

Jan:110C 

Reichardt,  Charles 

Sept:  14 

Reinecke,  Ed 

Sept:8 

Rhodes,  1.  W. 

Sept:  14 

Riches,  Fred  May:102;  June:60 

Rockefeller,  Nelson 

June:73;  Oct:59 

Roff,  Dennis 

Sept:42 

Rose,  Stanley 

June:114M 

Rothgeb,  Ward 

Sept:26 

Ruckelshaus,  William 

D. 

Jan:10;  Feb:30;  May:184;  June:73 

Sept:112;  Sept:145M; 

;  0ct:49;  Nov:44 

Ryder,  Mrs.  William 

Apr:96M 

S 

Sansberry,  Johnnie 

N0V:86M 

Saulle,  Nick 

Jan:72 

Savas,  Dr.  Emanuel 

Apr;67 

Scahill,  John  P. 

June:40 

Schaper,  Dry 

Apr:56 

Schiel,  Cliff 

Jan:86 

Schleining,  Adam 

Sept:96 

Schneider,  Howard 

Nov:88M 

Schuelzler,  Richard 

Aug:58 

Schultz,  Bill 

Mar:81 

Schultz,  Ed 

Mar:81 

Scott,  Robert 

Sept:  14 

Seroti,  Alan 

Aug:82C 

Settlemire,  Robert 

May:13 

Sexton,  Carl 

June:114M 

Sexton,  Dr.  William 

Jamil  1M 

Shafer,  Hamer  D. 

Jan;76 

Shatzel,  Lawrence  R. 

Apr:26 

Shell,  Richard  L. 

Mar:38 

Shioya,  Toshio 

June:76 

Shupe,  Dean  S. 

Mar:38 

Simonsen,  R.  D. 

Mar:42 

Skidmore,  Robert  Jan:110M;  0ct:26 

Smiley,  Chuck 

Jamil  2M 

Smith,  Ascher 

Mar:8 

Smith,  David  D. 

May:35;  Sept:  14 

Smith,  Neal 

June:58 

Snyder,  David 

May:13 

Sorg,  Thomas  J. 
Sorsenson,  Clayton  A 

Sept:90 

Sept:  13;  Sept:43 

Spagnuolo,  Ernie 

Sept:52 

Spartarella,  Sal 

Mar:48 

Speer,  David  K. 

Sept:  14 

Stahl,  Douglas 

Sept:  14 

Staley,  R.  R. 

Sept:144C 

Stanfa,  Jim  Jamil OM;  Feb:82M; 

Mar:98M;  Apr:94M;  May:204M; 

June:108M:  June:114M; 

July:92M;  Sept:142M 

Stearns,  Robert  P. 

Feb:8 

Steffanelli,  Leonard 

Jan:8;  May:13; 

June:114M;  Aug:54 

Nov:12;  DeC:12 

Stein,  Josh 

June:30 

Steir,  Berton 

May:13 

Stenvig,  Charles 

Sept:  13 

Stepp,  William 

May:  13;  May:68 

Stevens,  Richard  P. 

Apr:26;  Sept:96 

Stevenson,  T.  R. 

Mar:24 

Stitt,  John 

May:13 

Stitt,  Richard 

June:114M 

Stone,  Barbara 

June:12 

Stone,  Ralph 

July;30 

Stragier,  Marcel  G. 

June:97 

Streiger,  Marc 

Sept:26 

Suknow,  lrvin{ 

Jan:76 

Sutliffe,  Miles 

Mar:24 

Sutliffe,  Mrs.  Miles 

June:107C 

Sutterfield,  G.  W. 

Apr;54 

Swirles,  James 

Sept:  14 

t 

Talty,  John 

Aug:58 

Tenney,  Paul  A. 

Aug:58;  Sept:14 

Toftner,  Richard  0. 

Apr;64 

Toms,  Douglas 

Sept:14 

Tracy,  John  Jan:76 

Train,  Russell  E.  0ct:8,  23 

Travao,  Ernest  Aug:84C 

Trewhitt,  Wayne  May:13;  June:114M 
Trudeau,  Pierre  Sept:12 

Tuozzo,  Joseph  June:76 

Turner,  Francis  C.  June:97 

V 

Vaccarezza,  Rudy  Apr:10 

Van  Beck,  Jerry  Jan:111M 

Van  Buren,  Abigail  Sept:12 

Vanderveld,  John 


May:13;  June:114M;  Aug:65 
Van  Mersberger,  Ronald 

Aug:58;  Sept:  14 
Vardy,  Peter  May:13;  June:114M 


Vogt,  John  E.  AprrIOOM 

W 

Walters,  Sir  Roger  Oct:71 

Warn,  T.  L  Jan:76 

Waters,  Louis  Dec:16 

Weibush,  George  E.  ManlOOM 

Weibush,  Thomas  ManlOOM 

Weidlein,  Charles  Mar:24 

Weld,  Lester  Jan:84 

Wessell,  Luna  Dec:87C 

Whicker,  C.  Richard  July:68 

Whitwood,  Noel  Jan:111M;  ApnIOOM 
Wilcox,  Brian  Jan:76 

Wilcox,  Ernest  J.  Jan:76 

Wilfong,  Robert  C.  Mar:36 

Wilkie,  William  Sept:14 

Wilkinson,  Larry  Jan:86 

Wilson,  D.  G.  SepMO 


Wingerter,  Eugene  J.  Feb:22;  May:  13; 
May:38;  May:163;  July:22;  Oct:18 
Nov:30;  SIY:38;  Dec:34 

Wisely,  F.  E. 

Apr:54;  Aug:58;  Sept:  14 


Wood,  Harold  ManlOOM 

Worthington,  Charles  Aug:84C 

Wyatt,  Ron  Nov:88M 

Wray,  Jack  May:13 

Z 

Zadrodzny,  Mitchell  Nov:44 

Zarfariello,  Domenico  Jan:72 

Zebroski,  Edward  J.  0ct:24 

Zunino,  Lawrence  May:208C 


BACK  ISSUE  DEPARTMENT 


We  can  supply  every  back  issue,  or  photo  copies  of  them  (when  out  of  stock)  of  every  edition  of  Solid 
Wastes  Management/Refuse  Removal  Journal  from  January  1958  to  date.  All  copies  of  the  Sanita¬ 
tion  Industry  Yearbook  available,  1963  to  1969  at  $15.00  per  copy,  $20.00  for  the  1970  or  1971 
or  1972  edition. 
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